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€Congress of the Wnited States
Tastingten, RL 20515

Embargoed for release Monday Contact:  Allen Kay
November 8, 1999 ' Rep. Lamar Smith
202-225-4236 (O)
--202-225-2659 (cell)
301-990-3749 (H)

November 4, 1999

The Hooorable Janet Reno e .
Attorney General

Department of Justice T

10th St. & Constitution Ave. NW

Washington, DC 20530

The Honorable Doris M. Meissner

J Commissioner

g Immigration and Naturalization Service
i

425 Eye Street, NW
i Washington, DC 20536 @'

: _ Dear Atiorney Geaeral Reno and Commissioner Meissner:

Congreas and the Administration bave devoted substantial atieation and resources 10 the
difficult yet essential task of removing criminal aliens from the United States. Legislative
reforms enacted in 1996, accompenied by increased funding, enabled the Immigration and
Naturalization Service 1o remove increasing sumbers of criminal aliens, greatly benafitting
public safety in the United States.

i} Howeves, cases of apparent extreme hardship have cauted concem. Soms cases may

| involve removal proceedings against legal permanent residents who came 10 the United States
il when they were very young, and many years ago committed a single crime st the lower end of
i the “aggravated felony” spectrum, but have been law-abiding ever since, obtained and held jobs
and remained seif-sufficient, and started familics in the United States. Although they did not
become United States citizens, immediste family members are citizens.

‘ There has been widespread agreement that some deportations were unfair and resulted in
i ‘; unjustifiable hardship. If the facts substantiste the presentations that have bosa made 0 s, we
{!i must ask why the INS pursued removal in such cases when 30 many other more scrious cases

i existed.
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Attorney General Reno and Commissianer Meissaer
November 4, 1999
Page2
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exercise such authority in some of the cases that have occurred. in addition, we ask whether your
view is that the 1996 amendments somehow eliminsted that discretion. The principle of
prosecutorial discretion is well established. Indeed, INS General and Regional Couiisel have
mmmm.wwwmmw.mmmwmin
the initiation or termination of removal proceedings (ses attached memorandum). Furthermare, &
nm«amup«cmuumsmmwwmmmm

discretion. Optimally, removal proceedings should be initiated or terminated oaly upon specific
instructions from authorized INS officials, issued in accordance with agency guidelines. -
However, the INS spparently has not yet promulgated such guidelines.
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the exercise of discretion and to ensure that their decisions fo initiste of terminate removal
proceedings are not made in an inconsistent manner, We ook forward to working with you to
Mummmmumwmmwmmmmmmmm
prosecutorial discretion in an expeditivns and fair msanner,

. Bl B Howard L. Berman
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