























Ira Denhoffer
Page 2
November 16, 1999

work for the Suders’ will affect me, and you said no. Why is it now, that the INS stated
in its letter, that I had no proof that the labor certificate was actually filed (“ having no
receipt or statement.””) ? Likewise how come you thought my application for labor
certificate would grandfather me in, whereas the INS noted that the document you
provided from the labor department were not provable? It is one thing for INS to say we
have no more visas available, but it is quite another for them to say the evidence you
submitted to show proof that [ was qualified to get a green card bears no merit.

Furthermore, I am also questioning your timing, for inquiring about my application, after
I raised my concern of not hearing from the INS. You have been an immigration lawyer
for quite some time and seems to be well versed in that area, why then did you waited
until the end of August to make an appearance to the INS, when they had failed to reply
to your written inquiry? You must have known, that there were a limited amount of
visas to be handed out, and the sooner one get an interview, the likelier it is that person
would get a green card. [ remember calling you several times over the summer asking if
you had heard anything, and what we should do, and you said then, that we should wait
until the end of August before deciding to visit them. Didn’t ever occur to you that by
waiting until the end of August I would be running the risk of falling victim to the
unavailability of visas.

In addition, you had never ask me once if I had paid the $1000.00 penalty fee, the I was
supposed to pay. It was not until we were seating in the waiting room for the interview on
Sept.10th, that you as whether I had paid the fee. Yet, as we sat there that day I
remember asking you what sort of questions that they would ask, and if they’ll give me
the visa, and your reply was that there are no reasons why they shouldn’t give me the
visas, and the only question they would ask me would be about my qualification. Why is
it that you didn’t know to ensure that I paid the $1000,00, the responsibility of your
service and expertise that I hired you for. I am know left to ask how this may have played
a role in me not getting a green card on Sept.10th. Also looking at the events that took
place on that day, I am also questioning the appropriateness of your attitude towards the
interviewer-Ms. Marshall. You and I are well aware by now that engaging into
confrontations with an immigration officer is not the right way to ahead making them see
reason. You attitude that day lead to us being practically kicked out of her office. As an
immigration lawyer who deals with the INS on a frequent basis you should know that the
getting them to reason is not by insults, but acting appropriately even though you may be
seething with anger. Again how as did played a role in her decision that day? The
answer I would never know.

[ am left wondering what recourse I should take now, in trying to obtain my legal
residency, and to address what may have been bad advise from you, and how it may had






U.S. Department of Justice

Immigration and Naturalization Service

26 Federcl Plaza
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October 20, 1999

Ira Denhoffer
450 Seventh Avenue
New York, NY 10123
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Dear Mr. Denhoffer:

Reference is made to the motion to reconsider you filed on September 20, 1999. That motion
has been granted and the case has been reviewed. The denial, however, stands.

The application for adjustment of status was filed on November 19, 1998. On September 11,
1999 the application was denied because Service records reflected that your client was not in a
lawful immigration status on the date of filing. You filed a motion to reconsider claiming that
your client was in a lawful status. In your motion you state that the New Jersey State
Department of Labor established a filing date for your client, and by that, she should be eligible
for the “grandfather” clause. You also state that her application for labor certification was
“approvable when filed.”

Per a memorandum from Robert L. Bach, Executive Associate Commissioner dated June 10,
1999 (to which you made several references in your motion and supporting memorandum). an
unadjudicated labor certification filed with the Department of State on or befire Tununn

1998 may be used for the purpose of grandfathering if the “application meets

regulatory requirements established by the Secretary of Labor for filing

burden rests with the alien to submit sufficient proof.” What your client submitted as proo[ was
the actual application for labor certification upon which date stamps of November 12. 1996
were placed, and a form dated May 3, 1999 from the Department of Labor requestin: iditional
information and documentation. At the top of the form, it says: “Addition

needed to insure your application meets all Federal requirements. The items lisied 1
addressed before further action can be taken.” Such a request is not indicative of all relevant
regulatory requirements being established and therefore the application for labor certifi n
cannot be considered to have been properly filed.



Furthermore, your client did not provide evidence from the Department of Labor indicating that
the labor certificate was actually filed, that is, a receipt or statement from the Department of
Labor stating that a labor certificate was indeed filed.

Furthermore, the U.S. Department of State has advised the Service that visa numbers for

Fiscal Year 1999 Diversity Visa Program are no longer available. Your client is not
eligible for adjustment of status under the 1999 Diversity Immigrant Visa Program.

Sj ely,

G A=
Edward J. McElroy .
District Directo
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way is not afraid to learn from the United States so that European social democracy
becomes again a politics that creates jobs. That is why the presence of Bill Clinton
alongside Tony Blair, Lionel Jospin and Gerhard Schréder at a third way conference
on progressive government next week (20 Nov) in Florence is important as a svmbol
of why American and Europeans must share solutions in the quest for economic
dynamism and social justice.

The main way of creating jobs by reducing social costs in the labour market. [
receive £2200 a month as an MP. [ now pay higher social charges (in the form ot
increased NI contributions) but my constituents in one of the poorest regions of
Europe are now paying less. Rotherham now has the lowest rate of unemployment in
23 years. The third way reduces inequalities by using job creation as the main means
of promoting social fairness.

The third way does not believe that government can create jobs. Businesses
create jobs. Entrepeneurship must become accepted as norm in Europe. In the United
States, one in 12 adults is trying to start a business. In Britain, one in 30 and in France
and Germany one in 50 adults wants to start a business. Too much of the 20* century
socialism was based on mass industrial employment, often under state ownership, that
could not be sustained in the face of the revolution in technology, informatics, and
citizens who want to pay the cheapest possible price for every product they buy.

[n the question of recasting ownership, France is further down the third way
in opening up state enterprises to private capital than many French socialists care to
admit. As the world’s third biggest exporter of services, France knows better than
other European countries the need to make its economy as flexible as possible to earn
the money to pay for social justice in the form of public service.

There are important differences between the left in France and Britain.
Sometimes this is a problem of translation. The term “liberal” describes the hard right
in French. In America, “liberal” is almost a synonym for communism. Many French
socialists demand Keynesian economic policy. But Keynes was a Liberal. So was
Lord Beveridge who invented the welfare state. So when Tony Blair says he is wants
to incorporate liberal ideas in the third way he is talking about a progressive tradition
in British politics not the neo-liberalism of Chicago or the French liberaix who would
be at home on the hard right of the Conservative Party.

There is also the problem of the state. Under Margaret Thatcher the British

state became a centralising, Jacobin force used to weaken civil society and its



institutions. Hence the third way places the individuals and the ditferent communities
that individuals co-exist in - the community of family, the community of gender, the
community of race, the community of education and cuiture - as having equal if not
more importance than the state.

What French socialists call L ‘érar regalien (the regal state) is a concept that
make sense in France for historic reasons. It is not a concept that is easily supported
across the Rhine in Germany where a strong state has been experienced twice this
century with disastrous results. Across the Channel in Britain, after the Thatcher years
the idea of a centralised state as the main source of power and progress has been
rejected by the people and a key element of third way political practice is
constitutional reform and devolution.

Debates over whether the European left can learn from the United States, or
what exactly the sense to be given to liberalism means in different languages, or the
national differences in approaches to state power are false quarrels. The big question
is whether t(k-mgigt?can take the power given to it by the people of Europe at the end of
a century dominated by the right and tum that support into a new practice of
government for the next millennium. Like Moliére's M. Jourdain who was speaking
prose without realising it, modern social democracy in Europe is on the third way

even if some of its leadesdo not like to admit the fact.
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE PR ENT
Sparly
FROM: GENE SPERLING @f;g;lg\zs
SUBIJECT: Proposed Call to Sen. Lett on Africa/CBI Trade Bill
Purpose

To call Sen. Lott to urge that he engage with House counterparts in an cffort to pass the
Affrica/CBI trade bill before adjournment.

Background

We have been encouraging the House and Senate before adjoumnment to reconcile their
differences over the Africa and CBI trade bills. Thus far, Sen. Lott has not relented from
his position that the House must take the Senate-passed bill, which provides much more
modest tariff reductions for textile and apparel imports from Africa and the Caribbean
than those desired by the chief House sponsors. Reps. Archer and Crane. Rep. Rangel
has attempted to stimulate discussion of a compromise by floating. with USTR’s help, a
proposal that is based ¢n the Senate bill but moves slightly in the direction of the House.
Rep. Archer has responde-? positively and appears ready to negotiate a deal,
notwithstanding Rep. Crance’s reluctance. Yesterday, Archer criticized his Senate
counterparts, and Rangei today encouraged you to call Lott and urge him to eater a
dialogue with House “vith: ti,e purpose of reaching an agreement now for inciusion in one
ol the final bills.

Even if Lott agreed to discuss such a deal, there is little time left to werk it through the
legislative process. However, we believe it is worth the etfor to give it one more try, 1f
only to make 1t clear where the blame lies for the bill’s failure to move (Rangel reports
that Sen. Lott may have expected a call baux {rom you after your last conversation on this
topic). Moreover, passage of the bill would belp us in our strategy to win developing
country support for our agenda at the Seattie **# TO Ministenal.

Or: the other hand, you should bc aware that Keps. Gephardt and Levin are opposed to
moving the bil! ai this time. (Sepharct Lo+ alwavs been opposed, but not vigorously so.
And Levin had been quite supportive bur ias chianaed his view on titniing in the aftermath
of thc China uccession agreement. It ardisier, Lott tnay seek to play off his cooperation
in chis mattar againsi a concession by yovu oa some other. That said, he should be under
some pressure from industry interests Cinse o huu to do a deai. US textile manufacturers



actually stand to gain considerably from CBI insofar as the legislation would make their
coproduction arrangement with garment assemblers in the region more competitive vis-a-
vis China and the Far East. These companies arc cager to prepare as soon as possible for
the competitive onslaught they anticipate from the elimination of US quotas on Chinese
textiles and apparel after 2009 per the recently negotiated accession agreement. They
may not want to risk missing an opportunity to improve their competitive position now.

Talking Points

e Want to know where you think we are on Africa/CBI.

e Ifthere is still time, I would like to urge you to work with the House and us to
develop a compromise Africa/CBI bill that can pass before the end of the session.

¢ Rep. Rangel has tabled a proposal that none of us would find perfect but which strikes
me as a sensible basis for a discussion about a compromise. Archer seems to be
willing to support it.

e Appreciate the help you provided on the Senate floor the other week with this bill.
All of us have been working on this bill for the past couple of years. Let’s see if we
can bring it to closure. [ believe you're not that far apart from Rangel.



= e SR

THE WHITE HOUSE IRV 18 el 21

WASHINGTON
November 17, 1999

MEMORANDUM TO THE P IDENT

From Karen Tramontano THE PRES]DENT HAS SEEN
Stephanie Streett (- au-95 b

Subject Sealtle Ministerial

Background

We have been working to put together a schedule for you at
Lhe ministerial that demonstrates to a domestic audience
Lhe importance of trade to the national economy, local
communit.ies and workers. At the same time, your schedule
should retlect your dedication to expanding inlernational
trade, assisting the least developed countries, and your
efforts to put a human face on the global economy. Set oul.
below are several elements of a day or a day and % schedule
that we are recommending for your consideration. We have
also attached schedule options so you can decide whether
you want leave Seattle Wednesday evening or leave on
Thursday morning.

Events for consideration:

Morning event—Message of the Day

The Seattle Ministerial is designating Wednesday, December
1, Agriculturec Day. This is the day you will be in

Seattle. We are recommending that you begin the day with
an event at the Seattle port with family fa;mgrs.

The port of Seattle is crilical to exporting fresh apples
and tree fruit from Washington State. The port

made significant investments in cold storage

provide interim storage of fruit, frozen fish,

potatoes ard other products awaiting shipment to Asia ana

clher markets around the world. These facilitin: are uacng
the most sophisticated in the United Statcs.
U.S. Agriculture products are shipped from Seattle
o 20
(&
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We recommend that you visit Terminal 91's chill facility.
The facility has been recently expanded and is an
indoor/outdoor facility located within the port of Seattle.
After touring the facility you will meet with family
farmers to talk about trade and agriculture issues and to
highlight the WTO Ministerial's launch of the first

\\33i:cultural round.
Yes No

Afternoon event—Ministerial Lunch:

Let's Discuss

As a result of Charlene Barshefsky's role, she will be
hosting a lunch for the Trade Ministers on Wednesday,
December 1. We recommend that you attend the lunch for a
brief time and make remarks to the ministers.
Additionally, there will be trade ministers that you may
have to meet with briefly in "pull-asides" on specific
issues e.g. labor, environment, biotech cither before or

\\<ii3er the lunch.

Yes No Let's Discuss

Late afternoon Leaders' event:

There remains a mix of views among your advisors about
inviting foreign leaders to attend the ministerial. John,
Sandy, Gene and I would like to schedule a conference call
with you to discuss this issue. If you conclude that
foreign leaders should be invited, we recommend that you
host a reception or another similar event tacilitated by
WTO Secretary General Mike Moore where the discussion would
be informal and familiar rather than specifically geared.to
esolving any negotiating matters.

Yes No Let's Discuss

Alternate Late Afternoon or Thursday morning—International
organizations event:

If foreign leaders do not attend the Trade Ministerd
it you decide to stay until Thursday morning, w 1
Lhat you convene a meeting ot the inlLeruallional
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organizations e.g. ILO, WTO, World Bank, UNCTAD, UNEP, IMF,
UNDP, UN, MDBs and OECD. This meeting is to promote a
dialogue among international organizations about their
contribution to "putting a human face" on the global
economy and equipping developing countries to sharc more
fully in the benefits of expanded world Lrade and
investment. This meeting would also provide an opportunity
to urge the international donor community to strengthen the
institutional capacity of developing countries to design
and implement policies in areas (biotech, labor,
environment, e-commerce) that have a bearing on their
ability to capitalize on trade opportunities and translate
them into broad gains in living standards for Lheir
citizens.

You may also want to invite a select group of interestca
donor and beneficiary leaders to come to this meeting.

Yes No Let's Discuss

% Yes No

Depart Seattle on Thursday morning

Depart Seattle on Wednesday evening

Nearly all ot your advisors recommend that you depart
Seattle on Wednesday evening. In general, they believe the
less tLime you spend at the ministerial the better. They’
hope that your early departure will limit the national
media's attention on the WTOnand as a result limit the
media's coverage of the protes:

Let's Discuss

The only advantage of delaying your dcparture until
Thursday morning is you would have morc time,

leaders attend the ministerial, to also conven

of the international organizations. (If you wanl Lo mect
with foreign leaders, convene a meetirg of ! h

intcrnational organizations and depart Seallle o wednesday

evening, your day would be extremely packed but 1t
accomilished) .

Yes No Let's Discuss



Header Date

OPTION 1
WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 1, 1999
DOWN UNTIL 10:00 AM N

10:00 am THE PRESIDENT departs Hotel TBD via motorcade en route Port of

Seattle

[drive time: tbd]
10:30 am THE PRESIDENT arrives Port of Seattle
1045  am- HOLD FOR MESSAGE EVENT
12215 pm TERMINAL 91

Port of Seattle

Remarks:

Staff Contact: Karen Tramontano, Thurgood Marshall, Jr.
Event Coordinator: Julie Eddy
PRESS TBD

1230 pm THE PRESIDENT departs Port of Seattle via motorcade en route
Location TBD
[drive time: tbd]

1245 pm THE PRESIDENT arrives Location TBD
1:00 pm- LUNCH WITH TRADE MINISTERS
2:30 pm LOCATION TBD

Staff Contact: Thurgood Marshall, Jr.
Event Coordinator: Julie Eddy
PRESS TBD

2:35 pm THE PRESIDENT departs Location TBD via motorcade en route
Location TBD
[drive time: tbd]

2:55 pm THE PRESIDENT arrives Location TBD
3:00 pm- HOLD FOR MEETING WITH FOREIGN LLEADERS OR
5:00 pm INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

LOCATION TBD

Staff Contact: Karen Tramontano, Samuel Berger
Event Coordinator: Julie Eddy
PRESS TBD

November 17, 1999 (6:01 PM)



5:00 pm
5:30 pm
5:45 pm
1:15 am
1:30 am
1:40 am
BC/IIRC RON

Header Date

THE PRESIDENT departs Location TBD via motorcade en route Seattle-
Tacoma International Aiport
[drive time: tbd]

THE PRESIDENT arrives Seattle-Tacoma International Airport

THE PRESIDENT departs Seattle-Tacoma International Airport via Air
Force One en route Andrews Air Force Base

[flight ime: approximately 4 hours, 30 minutes]

[time change: +3 hours]

THE PRESIDENT arrives Andrews Air Force Base

THE PRESIDENT departs Andrews Air Force Base via Marine One en
route The White House

[flight time: 10 minutes]

THE PRESIDENT arrives The White House

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON, D.C.

November 17, 1999 (6:01 PM)



Header Date
OPTION 2

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 1, 1999

DOWN UNTIL 10:00 AM

1000 am THE PRESIDENT departs Hotel TBD via motorcade en route Port of
Seattle
[drive time: tbd]

10:30 am THE PRESIDENT arrives Port of Seattle
10:45 am- HOLD FOR MESSAGE EVENT
12:15 pm TERMINAL 91

Port of Seattle

Remarks:

Staff Contact: Karen Tramontano, Thurgood Marshall, Jr.
Event Coordinator: Julie Eddy

PRESS TBD

1230 pm THE PRESIDENT departs Port of Seattle via motorcade en route
Location TBD
[drive time: tbd]

12:45 pm THE PRESIDENT arrives Location TBD

1:00 pm- LUNCH WITH TRADE MINISTERS

2:30 pm LOCATION TBD

Staff Contact: Thurgood Marshall, Jr.
Event Coordinator: Julie Eddy
PRESS TBD

2:35 pm THE PRESIDENT departs Location TBD via motorcade en route
Location TBD
[drive time: tbd]

2:55 pm THE PRESIDENT arrives l.ocation TBD

November 17, 1999 (6:02 PM)



3:00
5:00

BC RON

pm-
pm

HOLD FOR MEETING WITH FOREIGN LEADERS
LOCATION TBD

Staff Contact: Karen Tramontano, Samuel Berger
Event Coordinator: Julie Eddy

PRESS TBD

SEATTLE, WASHINGTON

November 17, 1999 (6:02 PM)

Header Date
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THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2, 1999

8:20 am THE PRESIDENT departs Hotel TBD via motorcade en route Location
TBD :
[drive time: tbd]

8:35 am THE PRESIDENT arrives Location TBD

8:45 am- HOLD FOR MEETING WITH INTERNATIONAL
10:00 am ORGANIZATIONS

LOCATION TBD

Remark:

Staff Contact:

Event Coordinator: Julie Eddy

PRESS TBD

10:00 am THE PRESIDENT departs Location TBD via motorcade en route Seattle-
Tacoma International Aiport
[drive time: tbd]

10:15 am THE PRESIDENT arrives Scattle-Tacoma International Airport

10:30 am THE PRESIDENT departs Seattle-Tacoma International Airport via Air
Force One en route Philadelphia, PA
[flight time: approximately 4 hours, 30 minutes]
[time change: +3 hours)

6:00 pm THE PRESIDENT arrives Philadelphia, PA

6:15 pm THE PRESIDENT departs Philadelphia Airport via motorcade en route
Pennslyvania Convention Center
[drive ime: tbd]

6:30 pm THE PRESIDENT arrives Pennslyvania Convention Center
6:30 pm- TRIBUTE DINNER FOR MAYOR ED RENDELL
TBD pm ROOM TBD

Pennslyvania Convention Center

Remarks:

Staff Contact: Minyon Moore
Event Coordinator: Heather Davis
PRESS TBD

November 17, 1999 (6:02 PM)



TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

BC/HRC RON

Header Date

THE PRESIDENT departs Pennslyvania Convention Center via
motorcade en route Philadelphia Airport
[drive time: tbd]

THE PRESIDENT arrives Philadelphia Airport

THE PRESIDENT departs Philadelphia Airport via Air Force One en
route Andrews Air Force Base

[flight time: approximately 35 minutes)

THE PRESIDENT arrives Andrews Air Force Base

THE PRESIDENT departs Andrews Air Force Base via Marine One en
route The White House

[flight time: 10 minutes]

THE PRESIDENT arrives The White House

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON, D.C.

November 17, 1999 (6:02 PM)
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PUBLIC LIVES

A Clinton Whiz Kid Who's Still There and Still a Believer

By ROBIN TONER

WASHINGTON
ENE SPERLING, director
Go( the National Economic
Council, assistant to the
President for economic policy
and legendary workaholic. was
alternating between Diet Coke
and coffee at 10 P.M. on Thurs-
day
He was trying to reflect on his
life, but the final negotiations on
legislation to overhaul the na-
tion's financial services industry
were playing out on Capitol Hill,
and Mr. Sperling was in the thick
of it. So periodically an assistant
would come to the door to an-
nounce a phone call from Treas-
ury Secretary Lawrence H.
Summers or the like, requiring
Mr. Sperling to retreat, take the
call, return and then try to slip
back into cosmic mode.
For example, why has he en-

night walks on West Executive
Drive."")

Mr. Sperling recently be-
trayed a touch of midide crisis,
gong bungee-jumping on a Pres-
idential visit to New Zealand. "It
was a personal, conquer-your-
fears challenge by a person
who's seriously afrad of
heights,” he said.

UT Mr. Sperling is still the

same passtonately politi-

cal policy wonk that he
was in 1988, when he was happily
spinning reporters about the vir-
tues of the college loan program
proposed by Michael S. Dukakis,
then the Democratic nominee
for President. When asked about
his best moments tn the \White
House, Mr. Sperling tended to-
ward budgets, ltke the passage
of the 1993 agreement, ‘‘the
sense that after ail the campaian

dured, when so many of the oth-
er Clinton whiz kids have not?

**When you ask what keeps somebody here, it
really is that knowledge that you may never
have the opportunity to have this kind of impact
again in your life,” Mr. Sperling said, some-
what wistfully. **And that you have a chance, at
times, to do good things for people who may not
have the power to be at the table.”

He worried, a moment later, about sounding
sell-important; In reality, as he reminisced
about the economic battles of the Clinton years,
he sounded like one of the last true believers.
Most of the Clinton believers who made the leap
from the campaign are gone — feeling burned
out or betrayed or simply ready for something
new. Mr. Sperling ts enmeshed in his seventh
season of budgetary combat.

His job, previously held by Robert E. Rubin
and Laura D'Andrea Tyson, puts him in the
center of the Admunistration’s economic agen-
da; he brings a deeply political background. In
addttion to his role in last week's banking
negotiations, Mr. Sperling is a prime strategist
on the Admunistration’s latest Soctal Secunty ,
move, to try to shore up the program with
projected Federal budget surpluses, and — not
coincidentally — prevent the Republicans (rom
seizing the political high ground.

Mr. Sperling was out berating the Republican
opposition on CNN on Sunday, asserting that
they had a “‘cynical strategy to say that Demo-

crats are spending Social Security surplus
when they are."

His sparring partner, Senator Pete V. Dome-
nict of New Mexico, chairman of the Budget
Committee, shot back, "'This is typical of this
White House, and I'm very sorry that the White
House staff is not advising in a different mode."

In President Clinton’s first term, Mr. Sperl-
Ing was deputy director of the Nauonal Eco-
nomic Council. and tn the trenches (or the
budget battles of 1993 and 1995, He was econom-
ic policy director for the Clinton campaign in
1992. One of the advantages of his longevity, he
says, is his relationship with the President.

“You know where his policy vision and his
heart 15, Mr. Sperling said. **And he knows you
know where his policy vision and his heart 1s."

Mr. Speriing 1s 40 now, much better dressed,
and no longer carrying the air of a grad student
the day after an all-nighter. He has his worka-
holic tendencies under better control, he sug-
gests: ""Deftnitely have eased up some, but it's
still at times too much.” In fact, W magazine
recently declared the never-married Mr. Sperl-
ing "‘one of the hottest catches on ttre Washing-
ton social scene” and “an unusually likable
policy wonk.”” (This caused no end of amuse-
ment at the White House, including a “Dating
Game"-style introduction by one of his col-
leagues in the press briefing room: *‘He loves
tennis. rapid G.D.P. growth and romantic mid-

Ehe New ork Times
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battling over the budget, you'd
been part of a team that had actually done
something significant, in terms of deflcit reduc-
tion, in terms of the earned tncome tax credit,”’

When asked his worst moment. he cited 1995,
when the Republicans had' just taken over Con-
gress: "The fear that very important protec-
tions in Medicaid, the earned income tax credit
and food stamps would be undermined on your
watch."

One of four children of a lawyer and an
educational consultant, Mr. Sperling grew up in
Ann Arbor, Mich., went to the University of
Minnesota, received his law degree (rom Yale
and attended Wharton Business School. He was
one of a generation of young Democrats who
came of age during the Reagan years and
yearmed to bring their party back to power with
policies that broadened its appeal. patrticularly
ag economic message that could embrace both
strong private-sector growth and strong Fed-
eral spending on social policy.

As the interview was ending, Mr. Sperling
returned to the question about his best mo-
ments in the White House. What it came down
to, he said, was *'that special sense of camara-
derie that you feel with certain people, when
you have a mission and a cause you believe 1n,**
There seemed to be a lot of ghosts tn the room
from Robert E. Rubin to George Stephanupou-
los. Earlier, Mr. Sperling acknowledged that he
missed them
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN
Jack Rosen 1~ AY-. 94
910 Sylvan Avenue

Englewood Cliffs, Nj 07632
201.567-4600

November 10, 1999 91(}0

The Honorable William J. Clinton
President of The United States
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20500-2000

Dear Mr. President:

I am sending you this brief note concerning the FCC’s support for legislation to reverse numerous
federal court decisions and allow the agency to reclaim spectrum licenses from companies that
have filed for bankruptcy protection (the so-called “C-block” licenses). As you know, I have
been attempting to settle the issues arising out of these bankruptcy proceedings to everyone’s
satisfaction, incdluding the FCC’s. We continue to negotiate in good faith to achieve that end.

My understanding is that the FCC-sponsored provision to reclaim the licenses of any company
that has filed for bankruptcy protection remains alive in the appropriations process. As you
know, OMB has stated that the driving force for this proposal is the $500 million score
attached to it. However, recent events suggest that the score is not the sole or perhaps key
motivation: there have been efforts to add the FCC bankruptcy proposal to several unrelated
measures over the last few days, including the satellite and bank reform measures. This “win at
all costs” approach is disturbing and completely inconsistent with our good faith efforts to
negotiate a reasonable settlement of this case.

Finally, I am attaching a letter I presume that you have seen from ten of the most senior
legislators in the house indicating their unequivocal opposition to this proposal and their strong

desire that it not be included as a budget spending offset. Thanks for your attention and
congideration.

Sincer ely,

ACK ROSEN @
et
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Congress of the United States
THaghington, DL 20515

Novembgcr 4, 1999

‘The Honorable William J. Clinton
President of the United Sistey
The White House

1600 Pennsylvanic Ave, NW
Waghington. DC 20500

Dear M:. Presidean:

1t ix our undecsianding that the Administralion is considering the ave of the “C-block”
proposal as 4 spending oflsoi in the FY 2000 budget negotistians. Please be advised of our swong
bipartisin appoxition to this idea.
< ~

This pruposs] would empowcr the Federal Communications Commission (o xeize in
bankruptcy proceedings eadio licensos previvusly issucd W teleconupunituwlions companics puesuant
to Scction 209:3) of the Communicitions Act ol 1934, Such asthority would be contrary W both
current telccommunicutions policy und bunkrupicy low. 13 would strip away from these companices
vital propenty rights thar are availabie to alt other Americun companies under the Bankruptey Code,
Moreover, this proposal would apply retrozclively.

The “C-block” moposal would have 3 severely detrimenal effect on an importuat and
Lrowiny sectar of the econamy. Sturl-tip telecomimunications companie. swill not be able o attract
the Saplind investunent thewso dexpurately need 1 their most valuable asset is subject (o a perfeeted.
first privrity sccurity iterest of the Federal Government.

~

For these resxons. we strongly urge you 10 not present this propoxal ax « spendimg o1fyet in

the budget negotiations.

Sincg

K

. iy
lohn D. Dingetl
Chairmun : /" Ranking Minority Member
Comminee on Commeree ™ Committee nn Commerce
-¢.
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J. " Bill
Chairman
Subcommilice on Telecommumications,

Trade, and Consumier Pratection

Henry J. lly-d‘
Chajrm —
Committer on the Judiciary

WO

scarge W, Gekas
Chasirman _
Subcommitce on Commerciul
and Administralive Law

X,
o oy
Richard K. Armc; : e
Magjority |.cader

p

)
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Subcommistec on Televommunications
Trade, and Consunicr Protection

ohg Conyers. Jr.
King Minority Mcmber
Committes on the Judiciary

crrold Nadler
Ranking Minority Member
Subcommittes on Commercial
and Administrative Law

Lok P& _topl A
Richard A. Gephardt
Minority Leader




jack Rosen

910 Syhan Avenue
Englewood Cliffs. N 07632
201.567-4600

November 10, 1999

Via F, ile: (2 456-670, -

Ms. Nancy Hernreich

Executive Office of the President

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avente, N.W.

1st Floor, West Wing

Washington, D.C. 20500-2000

Dear Nancy:

I would appreciate it if you could please give the attached letter to the President.

As always, thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

)

JACK ROSEN

Att.






































































































































