RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Kim B. Widdess ( CN=Kim B. Widdess/OU=WHO/O=EOP [ WHO ] )
CREATION DATE/TIME: 6-JAN-1998 19:22:58.00

SUBJECT: Revised Dinner list - please note addition of Camarillo and Kennedy

TO: Wendy Hartman ( CN=Wendy Hartman/O=OVP @ OVP [ UNKNOWN ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Christopher R. Ulrich ( CN=Christopher R. Ulrich’/O=OVP @ OVP [ UNKNOWN ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:
LEADERS AND THINKERS DINNER 1/7/97

POTUS
FLOTUS
VPOTUS

Benjamin Barber
Samucl Beer
Albert Camarillo
Bill Gallston
Randall Kennedy
Michael Lind
Paula Rayman
Dani Rodrick
Richard Rorty
Michael Sandel
Cass Sunstein
Barbara Dafoe Whitchead
Patricia Williams
Daniel Yergin

WH Staff tbd



RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Kim B. Widdess ( CN=Kim B. WiddessfOU=WHO/O=EOP [ WHO ] )
CREATION DATE/TIME: 6-JAN-1998 19:31:02.00

SUBJECT: Dinner 1/7

TO: Robin J. Bachman ( CN=Robin J. Bachman/OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO | )
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Thomas D. Janenda ( CN=Thomas D. Janenda/OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO ] )
READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:

This is the list for the dinner tomorrow night with the President, state

of the union prep. Communications (Sid), Rahm and Paul B. put together
the list, but didn't send it to be vetted. Oops. [f you have any

questions on it, please call Kevin Moran. Thanks, and sorry for the
lateness.

happy new year.

Forwarded by Kim B. Widdess/yWHO/EOP on 01/06/98
07:28 PM

Kim B. Widdess
01/06/98 07:22:54 PM
Record Type: Record

To: Christopher R. Ulrich/OVP @ OVP, Wendy Hartman/OVP @ OVP
cc:

Subject: Revised Dinner list - please note addition of Camarillo and
Kennedy

LEADERS AND THINKERS DINNER 1/7/97

POTUS
FLOTUS
VPOTUS

Benjamin Barber
Samuel Beer
Albert Camarillo
Bill Gallston
Randall Kennedy
Michael Lind
Paula Rayman
Dani Rodrick




Richard Rorty

Michael Sandel

Cass Sunstein

Barbara Dafoe Whitechead
Patricia Williams

Daniei Yergin

+

WH Staff tbd

























Stanford, CA 94305-2152

Michael Lind

240 East 76th St.
Apartment 8M

New York, NY 10021

Randall Kennedy
Areeda 335

Harvard Law School
Cambridge, MS 02138

Paula Rayman

Radcliffe Public Policy Institute
69 Brattle St.

Cambridge, MS 02138

Dani Rodrik

John F. Kennedy School of Government
Harvard University

79 John F. Kennedy St.

Cambridge, MS 02138

Richard Rorty

512 Cabell Hall
University of Virginia
Charlottesville, VA 22903

Michael Sandel

Dept. of Government
Harvard University
Littaver 319
Cambridge, MS 02138

Cass Sunstein

University of Chicago Law School
1111 East 60th St.

Chicago, 11l 60637

Barbara DaFoe Whitehead
15 Forrest Edge Road
Ambherst, MS 01002

Daniel Yergin

3710 Davenport St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20016

NOTE: Still waiting for the addresses of Bill Galston and Patricia Williams



RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Kevin S. Moran ( CN=Kevin S. Moran/OU=WHO/O=EOP [ WHO ] )
CREATION DATE/TIME:13-JAN-1998 13:06:07.00

SUBJECT: unproofed document -- dinner

TO: Rahm I. Emanuel ( CN=Rahm [. Emanuel/OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO |)
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Michael Waldman ( CN=Michael Waldman/OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO ] )
READ:UNKNOWN

TO: Sidney Blumenthal ( CN=Sidney Blumenthal/OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP | WHO | )
READ:UNKNOWN

CC: Jordan Tamagni ( CN=Jordan Tamagni/OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ UNKNOWN ] )
READ:UNKNOWN

CC: Michelle Crisci ( CN=Michelle Crisci/fOU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:
Final version should be available later this afternoon. This is still
missing approx. 1/3 of the conversation. k
Forwarded by Kevin S. Moran/WHO/EOP on 01/13/98
01:05 PM --- -- --

SUNTUM_M @ Al
01/13/98 12:55:00 PM
Record Type: Record

To: Kevin S. Moran

cc:
Subject: unproofed document -- dinner

THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

Internal Transcript January 7, 1998

REMARKS BY THE PRESIDENT
AT LEADERS AND THINKERS DINNER



The Blue Room

8:37 P.M. EST

MR. BLUMENTHAL: We have with us this evening historians
and philosophers, political scientists and legal scholars, economists
and sociologists. You arrive here at the White House at a time of
momentum and possibility for progressive reform. This White House
has turned into a vital center for national debate. And I'd just
like to talk about just what's happened over the past couple weeks,
very, very, briefly.

Since Christmas alone, this White House has really been
an engine of social policy. Just starting on Christmas Day, when the
White House announced a record increase in funding for the homeless,
followed two days later by an expansion of Medicare benefits for 39
million Medicare beneficiaries who are guaranteed regular tests for
cancer. The next day, the White House announced an increase in
spending on food inspection and safety, which makes this an increase
of 60 percent under this administration. Two days later, we
announced a 35 percent increase in spending for treatment infected
with the virus that causes AIDS.

On January 3rd, we announced the greatest increase in
funding for the Peace Corps since the 1960s, since it was founded.
On January 6th, as if this were all tax spend, the White House could
announce that the deficit is expected to be less than $22 billion.
You know, when the President came in he was informed by the outgoing
Budget Director that the budget deficit at this point was expected to
be $357 billion. The next day, the President announced an expansion
of Medicare, to include those who may not be covered, ages 55 to 65.

And, today, we have announced the largest single
investment in child care in the nation's history. So you are really
present at a moment of great public action. For the senior staff
assembled here, | feel safe in saying that we anticipate a truly
significant State of the Union address, charting the territory into
the 21st century.

Now, for our guests, some ground rules of this
discussion. You are not here to provide lists of policy
prescriptions -- though, they're welcome -- but something larger --
your illumination on important questions that confront our country.
And I should tell you that they are going to be preserved for
prosperity in the Clinton library because we plan to tape this
discussion -- (laughter) --

THE PRESIDENT: We told you first. (Laughter.)

MR. BLUMENTHAL: Thank you, Mr. President.




I've spoken to all of you recently and | want to remind
you to be frank, direct, conversational, adventurous and, above all,
pithy. Anyone who wants to speak should let me know by raising a
hand or nodding, and I'll make sure you get your chance. I'll change

the topic as we go along, so we cover a good deal of ground. And a
lot of these questions will be the under-girding, thematically, to
the State of the Union.

The President, the First Lady and the Vice President can
jump into the head of the line any time they want in the discussion.
and in that spirit, Mr. President, if you don't mind, I'd like to
start with you.

Would you share your views with us on the following
question: What are your thoughts -- and perhaps you can set us off
on whether or not this a period of transformation similar to the
Industrial Revolution; and what are the social and political
parallels between this period and others? Is this a period, do you
think, similar to that of the turn of the 20th century when, in a
time of relative prosperity, inequities and insecurities grew and led
to reform -- let's not forget advanced by the White House. And is
this a new time for some sort of new social contract?

It's a lot of questions, but if you could lead us off.

THE PRESIDENT: Well, the pithy response is yes, yes,
yes. (Laughter.)

MR. BLUMENTHAL: I thought so.

THE PRESIDENT: A lot of you who have been here before
know that | basically believe that I think that this period is in
some instances without parallel, but most like the transformation
from the agricultural to the industrial society that occurred over a
long period of time but resulted in, among other things, the
presidencies of Theodore Roosevelt and Woodrow Wilson. And were not
arguably -- that the issues raised by it were arguably not fully
resolved until the presidency of Franklin Roosevelt and two New Deals
and the advent of World War Il

But let me basically say a couple of things. The wrap
on our administration is that we get a whole lot of things done, but
they all seem like they're small and incremental and there's no
larger vision. | never heard that in '91 and '92 when | was
campaigning. And a lot of times now I talk about larger vision in
every speech and it never gets reported on, and then the people that
don't report it say that. But they may be right, | may be incapable
of, or at least so far have failed to present to the American people
the larger framework in which these specific things are occurring.



But let me just offer a couple of very brief
observations. | think that in a very real sense the history of
America is the story of how we have been about the business of
forming a more perfect union. And that, essentially, at critical
junctures along the way we have been called upon to redefine what
America means and, therefore, what it means to be an American in ways
that strengthen the union and extend the constitution to the current
set of facts.

I think that's what happened when we had to deal with
slavery and separatism during the Civil War. | think that's what's
happened when we had to deal with all the good and bad consequences
of the Industrial Revolution. 1 think that's what happened when we
had to come to grips with totalitarianism* in the form first of the
fascists and then of the communists. | think it's what happened when
we had to deal with race and, to a much smaller extent, poverty, in
the Civil Rights revolution. And I think that's what happens now
--we have to deal with globalization and the attendant revolution in
information and technology and science, with all the good things that
it brings and all the new challenges that it brings.

And a lot of these processes have been underway for
quite a long time, as they often are. But basically we've had one
foot in the 21st century for several years now. But that's what |
think -- so I think this is truly a historic time with a historic set
of challenges and opportunities for the United States.

I think if you look at the political history of our
country you see that generally we have been stabilized by two
competing political views, one of which attempted to be the voice of
the nation and the voice of extending the Constitution to its logical
conclusion; and the other, which warned of the dangers of the
government. I think ever since Woodrow Wilson basically the
Democratic Party has largely been the voice of the nation and trying
to strengthen it and extend the guarantees of the Constitution --
weakened by some of the problems which are obvious in the last
several elections.

And [ think now when the Republicans won the Congress
they made explicit that their view was that the government was
inherently bad and it ought to be weakened at the expense -- to
strengthen the market and the forces of private power and influence.
And [ think that the fight over the Contract on America proved that
the American people agreed with me. So they're trying to fuzz up the
argument.

| believe we have made significant ground in the last
few years in proving that government could be trusted to be an
instrument of the public good. | agree also that people don't
necessarily have a new, "articuable" consensus about what the role of
government is and what the nature of this time is and how we get the






















(inaudible) about the expansion of the Peace Corps. And we were
talking earlier, a few of us here, about the fact this generation

feels that there's really no hook, no place for them to be a part of

the nation (inaudible). And for a lot of us who have had that
experience (inaudible) but it would be the greatest movement -- other
civil rights movement groups were a part of this younger generation
hasn't had that.

And when they heard about the expansion of the Peace
Corps, that that might be something they could take advantage of] it
was very important, the group of young people that were around my
house over the last few days and hearing this. And so | want to
thank you and say that that's part of the tone of the message that's
important.

And two other things that have happened -- and this
isn't just to advertise yourself, it's really -- I think these are
the kinds of things that resonate -- the child care effort that
happened this afternoon. David Hamburg (phonetic) and [ were talking
on the phone this morning -- this is cross-cutting across America.
This is the kind of inclusionary politics that crosses class, it
crosses (inaudible) people with various occupations (inaudible) but
also puts meaning back to what our nation is about and what good
government is about. I'd like the conversation (inaudible) to also
address the issue of good government, not the question of less
government, more government, but what is good government. And this
is exactly -- this kind of an issue people get.

And the final word that [ just wanted to -- the
(inaudible) on health care. Now, the expansion of that -- it's
terrific. It's in some case a women's issue that -- it's always on
the top of our -- big women's issue (inaudible). We do 90 percent of
the care-giving (inaudible). Anything that is going to help out
women on this is going to help families, all the dependents, et
cetera. It's wonderful. And these are the kind of issues I think
that's sparked the kind of (inaudible).

I'd like to say just two other quick things on that.
One is that | think that most Americans, from the focus groups and
things we've been doing across the issue, people do not have a
(inaudible) case on the global economy. And if there's some way that
that could be translated for Americans to get. And [ don't know what
the sound bites are, that's not my field. But when we were thinking
about doing the project on NAFTA (inaudible) we had been thinking of
looking at three different family units, one in Mexico, one in the
United States, one in Canada. And we were doing a more up-close
examination of that. People need to understand these issues in a
more intimate way.

And right now it's confusing, it's frightening. I think
people don't get it and I think that we need leadership on this.
People need to find a way of getting inside it that provides comfort
instead of fear,














































Q Slowly, but not at same speed. And I think the
reason is, when we treat Hispanics or Asian and Pacific Islanders,
who are immigrant ethnic groups, as though they're the same as black
Americans, we are ignoring what black and white mean in America.
This is a caste system within a single nation. These are not
ethnicities. That is, the white Southern culture and the black
Souther culture, as you know, overlap at so many points that it's
very difficult to say at what point this is an African American
culture and this is a white Southern culture, historically.

Nevertheless, there was this completely arbitrary
genetic definition so no matter what your culture was, no matter how
you identified yourself, you were black or you were white.

Now, [ think that liberals inadvertently, in the service
of good ends, have, by elevating the ordinary troubles that accompany
groups like Hispanic Americans, which in my opinion are more like
those of earlier generations of European immigrant groups. What
they've done is, we've gotten away from what I think is the real
racial question in the United States, which is, are we going to get a
third melting pot in this country? We had a melting pot among the
English colonists. We then had a white-only melting pot among
European immigrants and Anglo-Americans. Now we may get a melting
pot that excludes many black Americans for a third time.

| wince every time | see the debate over -- not to take
away from the real problems that Hispanic Americans have faced, the
serious persecution that Asian Americans have faced, but I think that
the black American problem is an order of magnitude greater, and it's
different in kind, than the discrimination faced by recent immigrants
from Latin America, or even -- although they actually suffered worse
-- Japanese Americans, Chinese immigrants, and so on.

THE PRESIDENT: Do you draw any conclusions from the
fact that the rate of intermarriage among blacks and whites in
America is highest among military families?

Q Ido, frankly.
THE PRESIDENT: What is it?

Q Itis that -- [ don't think that there is
anti-black prejudice as such. [ think the stigma attaches to a
particular kind of culture in the American mind, which is partly a
regional culture. Partly it's white Southern culture, influencing
the black traditions. Because in many ways, if you look at rural
white immigrants from the white South to cities like Chicago and so
on, you get many of the same pathologies of black Americans in the
northeastern cities, who are, among other things, immigrants from the
South, poor immigrants from the South.

[ think a lot of this is class and culture. And what
the military does is, it strips everyone --




THE PRESIDENT: You get a common culture.

Q It'sa common culture. Now, it's a brutal,
coercive, painful process. (Laughter.)

THE PRESIDENT: I think it's pretty great what they've
done.

Q Aslong as we're talking about the progressives,
some of the progressives were racists. The non-racist progressives

Q (Inaudible.)

Q -- but there were non-racist progressives. And
their answer to the dilemma of can you have people of radically
different genetic backgrounds become Americans, was Americanization.
Now, this has fallen into disrepute -- unjustly so, | think, given
the fact that our American culture is in itself a mulatto or mestizo,
mixed-race culture.

MR. BLUMENTHAL: I've had a flurry of hands --
(laughter) -- during this.

THE PRESIDENT: It certainly (inaudible.) (Laughter.)

MR. BLUMENTHAL: And before we get to Sam and his
benediction, as it were, I'd like to just call on a few people who
have raised their hands and have them quickly respond. And, Michael,
you had a hand up.

Q Before we leave | want to say a bad word about
Alexander Hamilton. (Laughter.) Mr. President, you have been
talking about building a nation --

THE PRESIDENT: He was slow on the draw.

Q -- and that's laudable. And you've got Sam here
whispering in your ear that Hamilton and the Whigs are the people we
should -- (laughter).

MR. BLUMENTHAL: Now, he gets a chance to respond.

Q If we look out this window here, there is a
memorial to Thomas Jefferson. There is no memorial to Alexander
Hamilton. And the reason for that is he doesn't need one, because
the world that we inhabit, the commercial society that we inhabit, is
Alexander Hamilton's memorial. We only build memorials on the Mall
for Presidents who embody ideals that are under siege. And it's true
that Alexander Hamilton spoke to the nation, and so did the Whigs,
but it's also true that Alexander Hamilton was not a democrat.
Alexander Hamilton wanted the presidency to be a kind of a monarchy.
And Alexander Hamilton's idea of civic virtue was for the federal















RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (ALL-IN-1 MAIL)
CREATOR: Margaret M. Suntum ( SUNTUM_M ) (WHO)
CREATION DATE/TIME:13-JAN-1998 12:59:41.72
SUBJECT: unproofed document -- dinner

TO: Kevin Moran ( Kevin S. Moran@eop@LNGTWY@EOPMRX )
READ:NOT READ

TEXT:
PRINTER FONT 12_POINT_COURIER

THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

Internal Transcript January 7, 1998

REMARKS BY THE PRESIDENT
AT LEADERS AND THINKERS DINNER

The Blue Room

8:37 PM. EST

MR. BLUMENTHAL: We have with us this evening historians
and philosophers, political scientists and legal scholars, economists
and sociologists. You arrive here at the White House at a time of
momentum and possibility for progressive reform. This White House
has turned into a vital center for national debate. And I'd just
like to talk about just what's happened over the past couple weeks,
very, very, briefly.

Since Christmas alone, this White House has really been
an engine of social policy. Just starting on Christmas Day, when the
White House announced a record increase in funding for the homeless,
followed two days later by an expansion of Medicare benefits for 39
million Medicare beneficiaries who are guaranteed regular tests for
cancer. The next day, the White House announced an increase in
spending on food inspection and safety, which makes this an increase
of 60 percent under this administration. Two days later, we
announced a 35 percent increase in spending for treatment infected
with the virus that causes AIDS.

On January 3rd, we announced the greatest increase in
funding for the Peace Corps since the 1960s, since it was founded.
On January 6th, as if this were all tax spend, the White House could
announce that the deficit is expected to be less than $22 billion.




You know, when the President came in he was informed by the outgoing
Budget Director that the budget deficit at this point was expected to

be $357 billion. The next day, the President announced an expansion

of Medicare, to include those who may not be covered, ages 55 to 65.

And, today, we have announced the largest single
investment in child care in the nation's history. So you are really
present at a moment of great public action. For the senior staff
assembled here, | feel safe in saying that we anticipate a truly
significant State of the Union address, charting the territory into
the 21st century.

Now, for our guests, some ground rules of this
discussion. You are not here to provide lists of policy
prescriptions -- though, they're welcome -- but something larger --
your illumination on important questions that confront our country.
And I should tell you that they are going to be preserved for
prosperity in the Clinton library because we plan to tape this
discussion -- (laughter) --

THE PRESIDENT: We told you first. (Laughter.)

MR. BLUMENTHAL: Thank you, Mr. President.

I've spoken to all of you recently and | want to remind
you to be frank, direct, conversational, adventurous and, above all,
pithy. Anyone who wants to speak should let me know by raising a
hand or nodding, and I'll make sure you get your chance. I'll change

BOTTOM EVEN
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the topic as we go along, so we cover a good deal of ground. And a
lot of these questions will be the under

-girding, thematically, to
the State of the Union.

The President, the First Lady and the Vice President can
jump into the head of the line any time they want in the discussion.
and in that spirit, Mr. President, if you don't mind, I'd like to
start with you.

Would you share your views with us on the following
question: What are your thoughts -- and perhaps you can set us off
on whether or not this a period of transformation similar to the
Industrial Revolution; and what are the social and political
parallels between this period and others? Is this a period, do you
think, similar to that of the turn of the 20th century when, in a
time of relative prosperity, inequities and insecurities grew and led
to reform -- let's not forget advanced by the White House. And is
this a new time for some sort of new social contract?














































Second, there's a conviction that the ties that bind in
neighborhoods and local communities are much weaker than they were a
generation ago. There's an elaborate scholarly debate as to whether
that is true or not, but | can tell you this for sure, people think
it's true. And that belief that it's true is a powerful element in
social comment**.

Number three, crime and personal insecurity. And [ know
there's been an enormous amount of progress on this front for the
past five years, but I've got to tell you, people are not comparing
crime and security for what it was in 1990. They're comparing it to
what it was in 1960. And by that standard, we have a long way to go
as a country. And I find it impossible to overstate how important
the culture -- how important to the state of the entire culture the
explosion of violent has been over the past two generation

KAY

-- isn't easy. The Republicans and conservatives answer
it by saying, let's resurrect the old family, the way it was, with
its patriarchy and its inequality and the women in the home.

And on the other hand, progressives say, well, that kind
of family we don't want, but they end up perhaps with less family
altogether than they want as a consequence of certain kinds of
liberation.

We want the comforts of the family without its
patriarchy. We want the solidarity of the family without its
inequality. But those aren't so easy to have. And the same with
religion. We want the comfort and consolation of religion without
the dogmatism and intolerance -- not so easy.

The easy answer for the conservatives is go back to the
19th century and resurrect those old families. A, you can't do it.
And, B, if you could, you would do it an impossible price to justice.

So the question is, is there a new concept of the family
that allows for diversified forms other for the family?

We've tried it. In New York City they had "Jenny has
Two Mommies." That was not a story that most people who care about
families could buy, yet it was a story that in some ways told the
story of what for some people the new family is like. A new lesbian
family would have two mommies.

But clearly 1 don't think the President can get up in
the State of the Union and say, "Jenny has Two Mommies" -- (laughter)
-- is the story now I'm going to tell to help America into the new
age of the family.

But on the other hand -- you asked a question about --
we live in a world where the family in structure, and there is no
going back -- or I don't think we want to go back -- to a family
bought at the price of patriarchy and inequality, yet we still want
much of what the family gave us and don't know quite how to get that
same thing with religion, and here | think we're in a very, very
tough place, the world is changing and uncomfortable in deeply
disturbing ways. And we reach to the past to console ourselves but
can really go back and ought not to go back, because the price of
going back is too grim.




But at the same time, we're not quite ready to go on
into this new world, which is a fantastic world, an egalitarian
world, but a world with also a terrible price to pay for men and
women and for families.

And finding our way through that, or to ask the
President or any government to negotiate those waters, may be asking
too much. One thing I think we can do, and here's an attempt at
answering your question, | don't think a President can lead the moral
way into whatever new form of families there will be. That's going
to take more than any government or any President can do. | think
he can work to prevent the kinds of abuses and dangers from arising
around those transitions. And there are American values that count
for a lot -- pluralism and diversity is one, tolerance is another.

That is to say, | don't think the President can point
the way to what the new family is going to look like. He can try to
create a climate in which there is more openness to the
experimentation and the cost of that experimentation that are going
to be necessary. Same thing with race. Race remains a deep issue
and no conversation, no presidential policy can solve it. But at the
same time, the President can make sure that it's a conversation
that's had that's open, that's tolerant, and that really represents
the side.

So I think here -- I just want to point to the fact that
there are deep real conflicts in our society that simply mentioning
the terms "religion” and "family" cannot paper over going back to
some earlier version cannot respond to in rushing forward to
something that most Americans are unready to accept, even though they
see --

THE PRESIDENT: IfI could just -- [ don't want to say
much, and I'll defer to Sam. But just to sort of support what Ben
said and what Bill Galston (phonetic) said, just kind of
informationally for all of you, because we just finished another
presidential election not very long ago. I'm convinced that the
overwhelming driving impulse of most voters, if the economy is at all
acceptable, is values

-based. I just got the November unemployment
rates. | get them a month later than [ get the statc

-by

-state. The
national unemployment, I get the state

_by

-state unemployment rates.
In the 26 states with the lowest unemployment, Bob Dole carried 13
and | carried 13 -- the people that I benefited the most. In the 25
states and the District of Columbia with the highest unemployment, |
carried 19 and Bob Dole carried 6.

Now, | say that only to point that most of the states
where Dole won were like Nebraska and North Dakota, had 1.9
unemployment rates. But white married Protestants don't think


























































RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Daniel W. Burkhardt ( CN=Daniel W. Burkhard/OU=WHO/O=EOP [ WHO ])
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SUBJECT: Re: Thanks you letters for POTUS

TO: Reuben L. Musgrave Jr. (CN=Reuben L.. Musgrave Jr./OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO ] )
READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:
yes. given my current overload, this will be next to impossible to do
before i leave if they really are to be bc sigs.

Reuben L. Musgrave Jr. 01/14/98 05:10:16 PM
Record Type: Record

To: Daniel W. Burkhard/ WHO/EOP
cc: Kyle M. Baker @ EOP @ LNGTWY, R. Scott Michaud/WHO/EOP
Subject: Thanks you letters for POTUS

Re: the message below from Kevin Moran, after our experience with the Les
Moonves letter, | thought [ would call Kevin and tell him that whoever
wants this done needs to submit a memo to you specifying:

(1) who wants it done and why (unclear from Kevin's message, but perhaps
Sid Blumenthal?);

(2) when it will be needed; and

(3) any other unexpected wrinkles we should look out for.

This would give us enough info to at least start with, and it would be in
writing. Do you agree?

Forwarded by Reuben L. Musgrave Jr/WHO/EOP on
01/14/98 05:01 PM

Kevin S. Moran
01/14/98 03:24:47 PM
Record Type: Record

To: Reuben L. Musgrave Jr/WHO/EOP, Kyle M. Baker/ WHO/EOP
cc:
Subject: Thanks you letters for POTUS



Last Wednesday the President met with 14 leadcrs and thinkers to talk
about a variety of issues that he may discuss in the State of the Union.
The President is anxious to have a thank you not written that he can sign
and jot personal notes on for these people, as soon as possible. I'm
assuming that you're the person to coordinate with? Below are the
addresses of the individuals who attended. I've also attached the text of
the thank you letter Sid sent you and short bios of those who attended.

Benjamin Barber
1019 River Road
Piscataway, NJ 08854

Samuel Beer
2912 32nd St.,, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20016

Albert Camarillo

Center for Comparative Studies in Race and Ethnicity
Building 240

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-2152

Michael Lind

240 East 76th St.
Apartment 8M

New York, NY 10021

Randall Kennedy
Areeda 335

Harvard Law School
Cambridge, MS 02138

Paula Rayman

Radcliffe Public Policy Institute
69 Brattle St.

Cambridge, MS 02138

Dani Rodrik

John F. Kennedy School of Government
Harvard University

79 John F. Kenncdy St.

Cambridge, MS 02138

Richard Rorty

512 Cabell Hall
University of Virginia
Charlottesville, VA 22903

Michael Sandel

Dept. of Government
IHarvard University
Littaver 319
Cambridge, MS 02138













Economics, European Economic Review, Review of Economics & Statistics, and Economic
Politics. Rodrik’s research and writing focuses on a variety of international economics issues,
including international economic integration, the political economy of policy reform and the role
of conflict-management institutions in determining economic performance.

Richard Rorty: Professor of Humanities at the University of Virginia, Rorty has also instructed
philosophy at Yale University and Wellesley College. Among other honors, Rorty has been
awarded the MacArthur and Guggenheim fellowships. Rorty is a current member of the
American Philosophy Association and the American Academic Arts and Sciences Association.
Recently, Rorty published the books Objectivity, Relativism and Truth and Essays on Heidegger
and Others.

Michael Sandel: Professor of Government at Harvard University, Sandel teaches political
philosophy. Sandel was a Rhodes Scholar and is currently a member of the Board of Trustees of
Brandeis University, the Board of Syndics of Harvard University Press, and the Council on
Foreign Relations. Recently, Sandel published Democracy’s Discontent: America in Search of a
Public Philosophy, a “thinking person’s guide to the current rethinking of the role of government
in America” (George F. Will).

Cass Sunstein: University of Chicago professor of law and political science and member of the
President’s Advisory Council on Public Interest Obligations of Digital Television. Sunstein deals
with a variety of issues including constitutional law, environmental law, telecommunications and
media law and regulatory law and policy. Sunstein recently authored, Free Markets and
Democracy, a book arguing for a new social compact. He also frequently writes for The Atlantic
Monthly and writes a column for The New Republic.

Barbara DaFoe Whitehead: A member of the Massachusetts Governor's Commission of Father
Absence and Family Support and co-director of the National Marriage Project at Rutgers
University. Whitehead is an established scholar on issues of family and child well-being. Her
work appears in numerous publications, including The American Enterprise; The Woodrow
Wilson Quarterly; Reader's Digest; and many national newspapers.

Patricia Williams: Professor of Law at Columbia University, Williams currently serves on the
board of the National Organization for Women Legal Defense and Education Fund. Williams
authors the column “Diary of a Mad Law Professor” for The Nation. Williams focuses on legal
and racial issues. Recent publications include The Alchemy of Race and Rights and The
Rooster s Egg, Seeing A Color Blind Future: The Paradox of Race.

Daniel Yergin: Pulitzer Prize winning author and historian, Yergin heads an international
consulting business focused on energy industry issues. Yergin recently finished a book on the
new economy.
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RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Reuben L. Musgrave Jr. ( CN=Reuben L. Musgrave Jr/OU=WHO/O=EOP [ WHO ])
CREATION DATE/TIME:14-JAN-1998 16:01:11.00

SUBJECT: Thanks you letters for POTUS

TO: Kyle M. Baker ( Kyle M. Baker @ EOP @ LNGTWY [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:
Speak of the Devil ....

--- Forwarded by Reuben L. Musgrave Jr/WHO/EOP on
01/14/98 04:00 PM -

Kevin S. Moran
01/14/98 03:24:47 PM
Record Type: Record

To: Reuben L. Musgrave Jr/WHO/EOP, Kyle M. Baker/WHO/EOP
cc:
Subject: Thanks you letters for POTUS

Last Wednesday the President met with 14 leaders and thinkers to talk
about a variety of issues that he may discuss in the State of the Union.
The President is anxious to have a thank you not written that he can sign
and jot personal notes on for these people, as soon as possible. 1'm
assuming that you're the person to coordinate with? Below are the
addresses of the individuals who attended. I've also attached the text of
the thank you letter Sid sent you and short bios of those who attended.

Benjamin Barber
1019 River Road
Piscataway, NJ 08854

Samuel Beer
2912 32nd St.,, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20016

Albert Camarillo

Center for Comparative Studies in Race and Ethnicity
Building 240

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-2152

Michael Lind
240 East 76th St.














































THINKERS AND LEADERS DINNER
ATTENDEES

Benjamin Barber: Walt Whitman Professor of Political Science at Rutgers University. A
leading thinker on globalization and political culture, Barber has authored numerous works,
including Jihad v. McWorld and Strong Democracy.

Samuel Beer: Harvard professor emeritus of political philosophy, Beer is a former Rhodes
Scholar and the author of
numerous books, including
the recent 7o Make a Nation:
the Rediscovery of American
Federalism. Beecr is also an
expert in trans-Atlantic
political links. (Recently he
has written several pieces on
Tony Blair.)

Albert Camarillo: Director of the Stanford Center of Race and Ethnicity. Author of numerous
books and articles on race relations, Camarillo recently published Chicano Affairs Office, a book
dealing with the evolution of the Mexican American community.

Bill Galston: Professor of Philosophy at the University of Maryland.

Randell Kennedy: Kennedy is currently a professor at Harvard Law School, and a member of
the American Law Institute and the editorial boards of The Nation, Dissent, and The American
Prospect. He is also a trustee of Princeton University. Kennedy focuses his studies on a variety
of issues, including contracts, freedom of expression, and the regulation of race relations.
Kennedy recently published a book on law and race relations titled, Race, Crime and the Law.

Michael Lind: A contributing Editor at Harper’s Magazine and term member of the Council on
Foreign Relations, Lind is an established writer and thinker on issues ranging from American
politics and foreign policy to culture. His work has appeared in numerous national magazines,
journals, and newspapers. A protégé of both William F. Buckley Jr. and Irving Kristol, Lind
broke with the conservative movement in protest over the appeasement of the resurgent far right
by conservative intellectuals.

Paula Rayman: Director of the Radcliffe Public Policy Institute, Rayman developed and
directed the New Economic Equation (NEE) project to address the connected economic,
workplace, and family concerns facing Americans today. Rayman also works extensively in
issues related to women and science.

Dani Rodrik: Rafiq Hariri Professor of International Political Economy at the John F. Kennedy
School of Government, Rodrik also serves as the joint editor of the Journal of Policy Reform and
as the associate editor of the Journal of Economic Perspectives, Journal of Development

Automated Records Management System
Hex-Dump Conversion









The President would like to have thank you notes prepared that that he can
sign and jot personal notes on for these people. Sid Blumenthal and Rahm
Emanuel have asked me to coordinate with you to make sure this happens.
Rahm is particularly anxious that this be done as soon as possible. Below
is a list of names and addresses of the people who attended. I've also
attached a document that gives short bios for each person, as well as the
text of a thank you letter Sid sent out. Besides the timing issue, |

don't see any other problems. Please let me know if you have any
questions or if you need additional information. k

Benjamin Barber
1019 River Road
Piscataway, NJ 08854

Samuel Beer
2912 32nd St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20016

Albert Camarillo

Center for Comparative Studies in Race and Ethnicity
Building 240

Stanford University

Stanford, CA 94305-2152

Michael Lind

240 East 76th St.
Apartment 8M

New York, NY 10021

Randall Kennedy
Areeda 335

Harvard Law School
Cambridge, MS 02138

Paula Rayman

Radcliffe Public Policy Institute
69 Brattle St.

Cambridge, MS 02138

Dani Rodrik

John F. Kennedy School of Government
Harvard University

79 John F. Kennedy St.

Cambridge, MS 02138

Richard Rorty

512 Cabell Hall
University of Virginia
Charlottesville, VA 22903

Michael Sandel



Dept. of Government
Harvard University
Littaver 319
Cambridge, MS 02138

Cass Sunstein

University of Chicago LLaw School
1111 East 60th St.

Chicago, I1l 60637

Barbara DaFoe Whitehead
15 Forrest Edge Road
Ambherst, MS 01002

Daniel Yergin
3710 Davenport St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20016

Patricia Williams

Columbia University Law School
435 West 116th Street

New York, NY 10027

Bill Galston

January 8, 1997

Address

Dear NAME:

| wish to thank you for your participation in the [.eaders and Thinkers
Dinner. The discussion was invaluable for the President, Vice President
and First Lady. It was a fitting tribute to Jefferson in his dining room,

and I suspect he wouldn .t have minded having been the subject of some of
the conversation.

But as stimulating as it was, the conversation only scratched the

surface. | hope that the discussion will continue beyond the evening and
past the White House gates. 1f you have any thoughts, please send them to
me. Let ,sstay in touch.

Once again, thanks.

Yours,

Sidney Blumenthal
Assistant to the President




Sid Blumenthal and Rahm Emanuel have asked me to contact you and request
that thank you letters be prepared for the 14 leaders
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We were talking before when we were talking about the
economy and globalization, about fear and anxiety and frustration.
And there's one set of fears and anxiety that | think has been
powerfully and convincingly addressed in the themes of this
administration, about the role of government being to equip Americans
to compete effectively under conditions of the global economy -- job
training, education, child care, health care -- for the sake of being
able to prosper economically under the new rules.

But even if that agenda were fulfilled and made
persuasive to the American people, there would still be another set
of fears and anxieties and frustrations having to do with a sense of
disempowerment, that people feel as they look about them -- looking
upon the global economy but also on developments in families and
neighborhoods and in public schools -- worry about the frame of the
moral and social bonds, erosion of authority and of community.

This administration has things to say in response to
that set of fears, too. But [ wonder if it would -- but somehow
since we're really -- we're playing catch-up in that sense of
responses, because there's been a fallow period of 25 years prior to
this administration when Democrats and progressives didn't really
speak to those concerns.

[ wonder if it wouldn't make sense as a way of defining
the moral and political project of this administration to acknowledge
directly these two difference sets of fears and frustrations, and
then to lay out very clearly the sets of responses and policies that
address the one and those that address the other. And the overall
affirmative picture that can speak to the second, and this the
conservatives have failed to do, has to do with the way in which
authority and communities (inaudible) families are undermined by the
effects of the commercial society and the popular culture and
commercial advertising -- forces the conservatives for political
reasons don't want to talk very much about.

[ think we could be persuasive there. But [ don't think
we've articulated (inaudible) that set of responses to the fears and
frustrations as we had to the economic one.

THE PRESIDENT: I think a lot of times we tend to get
knocked off of it or not be able to do it on a consistent basis. We
have done a lot of things -- when the Vice President did all this
work on TV ratings and the v-chip, that was a huge deal with ordinary
Americans. And we went out to a home in Virginia and sat with
parents and their families, you know. When | went to Long Beach,
California, to highlight their school uniform program, people
ridiculed me about dealing with little things. Well, there was an
article in The New York Times within the last month which pointed out
that now over 20 percent of the school districts in America,
containing over 30 percent of the students in America, in the last
three years have adopted school uniform policies, and without
exception school violence is down, discipline is up, learning is up,
the dropout rate is down, things are going better. | didn't spend a




nickel on it.

And after | went out to Long Beach, they were flooded
for weeks on end with requests for people to tell them how to do this
and the Education Department had to put up -- did a brochure and sent
it out all over America and said, here's how you set this up, here's
how it can be constitutional.

So I agree with you. I think the non-economic value
issues are very, very powerful, and in a way they cross. That's what
the child care thing was about. They cross. And I think that our
ability to recapture support for a national vision for government
rests in large measure on our ability to have people see it as the
instrument of their fulfillment of their moral values.

THE VICE PRESIDENT: I've learned so much already from
what's been said here. It's just fascinating. And I really
appreciate the chance to listen in on this. | was thinking about
some of the similarities between the discussion that | was in with
the President before we came here and this discussion. One of the
underlying problems with the Asian economic crisis is that the
climate for investment has to be one that inspires confidence so that
people are willing to put their money back into this economy or that
economy.

I think that's potentially a metaphor that is useful in
exploring the question Sid put out here about identity politics,
because the investment flows relevant to that question are not
financial, but psychological and spiritual. I think that the rise of
cynicism in the United States is partly a reflection of a poor
climate for psychological investment in the nation state. People
believe that proposed solutions have failed, unintended consequences
have outweighed the intended benefits, a series of body blows to the
body politic have sort of shaken our confidence in the nation state.
And | think there are a series of centrifical forces that are indeed
pushing that psychological and spiritual investment out into the
global civilization.

I think there is a way to reconcile the initial dispute
between Professor Beard (sp) and Professor Sandel (sp) in that, yes,
there was a national identity and an investment in that national
identity at the beginning of the republic. But there's no doubt that
when the Supreme Court reinterpreted the commerce clause and when the
Constitution was amended and when all these ncw laws were passed and
the Progressive Era and the New Deal, then the national identity was
filled out in its richness and fullness. And I think that in that
way, just as there was global identity before, it's being filled out
in a brand new way. Every business in the United States practically
now looks at its market in global terms. All the scientific
associations keep up on the Internet with what their colleagues are
doing in Beijing and Stockholm and everywhere else. And when we talk
about policies here, there's always the international dimension, and

that's different in real ways from what it was before.
27












where Dole won were like Nebraska and North Dakota, had 1.9
unemployment rates. But white married Protestants don't think
they're supposed to vote for Democrats yet. | can just tell you they
don't, because they see their values as manifested by people who
advocate things they believe in. Whereas single working women
believe in interdependence and community and understand
reinforcement, and they see their values by people who live out there
and are busting it trying to help them raise their kids and get

through the day and make a better life.

Basically most racial minorities, having been subject to
all kinds of problems, not only have a historical -- black have a
historical affinity to the Democratic Party, but I got a record
Hispanic vote because Mi Familia is about more than just you come and
tell me you spout the same rhetoric I do. And Hispanics figured out
that the Republicans basically were using them to whip up white
resentment and get votes, so we got a record Hispanic vote, from
people who believe that the model of society was community
interdependence. For people who believe the best model for society
was exhortation to good behavior, I got the living hell beat out of
me.

I'm just sort of putting this out to reinforce what
Galston said and Ben said and what others said, and people who do
believe that the market is the primary purpose of politics, we lose
them too, because | don't believe that. In other words, [ don't
think all this stuff is for sale. But I think it's just interesting.
I'm just saying that to sort of enlighten the conversation.

Q (Inaudible.)

THE PRESIDENT: First of all, the reason that Al and |
won is that we got a bigger percentage of people who had been voting
for Republicans in the past, partly with good economics and partly
because they did think we represented their values. There has always
been a great divide in America between those who believe that the
government was the instrument of our common good, helping to
reinforce our community and our own family life and our own
individual aspirations, and those who basically believe the
government was a problem and they wanted people in power in politics
who would say what they believed and have whatever policies they
agreed with and otherwise get out of their way.

And the truth is, most of the those states in the
inter-mountain west, for example, our prosperous as hell, and they
got what they needed out of the government S0 years ago, and it's
fine with them to treat it as a problem. You know, if you've got 2
percent unemployment, you don't need anything. What does Nebraska
need from us?

But a lot of it, to be fair, is honest values -- white
married Protestants who are, particularly if their Christian
conservatives, basically believe we're still cultural aliens, because
of gays of abortion or whatever it is, and because they think the



government is bad. Which is why | say again -- I like all this

modern talk, but don't forget, we are in a historic battle here to

define the nation. It is the same battle -- you wrote that piece

back in November saying that the Democrats ought to be hearkening
back to Alexander Hamilton, not Thomas Jefferson. That's absolutely
right.

Alexander Hamilton and John Marshall set the tone for
this country that was then taken up by Abraham Lincoln, as you
pointed out, with Henry Clay and Webster and John Quincy Adams in the
middle, and then Theodore Roosevelt and Woodrow Wilson, all the way
down to the present day, and the people that were against them.

If you read the decisions of the Supreme Court in this
last term, they were all minor cases except for the Brady Bill, so
they each had no scholarly review to amount to a hill of beans. If
you read the rhetoric in those Supreme Court cases, they are the
biggest assault on the nation since the FDR Supreme Court invalidated
the New Deal legislation. They are -- it's chilling. They
challenged John Marshall's conclusions.

It doesn't bother me what we're having with the -- we
are repeating what we have done for 220 years, but it really does
matter how it comes out, which is why | asked you all here, because
it's real important that we find a way to get enough of those people
to feel like they're part of our American community, and that there
is an interdependence, and that government is a part of that, that
markets and religion and rhetoric can't get the whole thing done.
There is a way in which we are tangibly bound together. That's
really what this fight is about, | believe.

I didn't mean to say all that, but I think it's
important that you understand, there are real political consequences
here to how people think about this.

THE VICE PRESIDENT: If I could say just one more thing.
If we want to create the conditions wherein people will reinvest
psychologically in the nation and in their communities and in their
families, I think there are certain practical things that can be
done. Balancing the budget, reinventing government, creating a
record of success in solving specific problems, avoiding terrible
mistakes -- that can cause people to believe that it's important to
reinvest in the nation. Family and Medical Leave, child care,
deadbeat dad child support collections, et cetera can make it easier
for people to believe that it's worth hanging in there with their
families.

Community policing, brownfield redevelopment, et cetera,
et cetera can bring communities together with stronger cohesion to
create a climate in which people say, okay, I'm not just going to
become a zombie in front of the TV and I'm not just going to be an
individual actor without respect to my community, my neighborhood,
and my family. I'm going to reinvest in it.






















































RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Michael Waldman ( CN=Michael Waldman/OU=WHO/O=EOP [ WHO ])
CREATION DATE/TIME: 2-FEB-1998 17:39:44.00

SUBJECT: sotu thank-yous

TO: June G. Turner ( CN=June G. Turner/OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

CC: Jordan Tamagni ( CN=Jordan Tamagni/OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

CC: Paul A. Tuchmann ( CN=Paul A. Tuchmann/OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:

Here are the names -- lots of em! -- for possible potus thank yous. There
are quite a few! So it may be that we don't need to do signed books for
all of them -- e.g., it is possible the researchers or the WHCA people
wouldn't get them. But many of them worked very, very hard ... so ... let
me know if Sylvia and Nancy want it pared down. THANKS.

State of the Union working group -- you have the names
Speechwriting team
Michael Waldman

Jordan Tamagni
Tony Blinken
June Shih
Lowell Weiss
Paul Tuchmann

Tommy Caplan
Mark Penn

Bob Shrum
Michael Sheehan
Al From

Don Baer

Eli Attie both helped out in various ways
Ted Widmer

Outside +thinkers , [speechwriting book]

Benjamin Barber
Taylor Branch
Alan Brinkley
Stephen Carter
Henry Cisneros






Colonel Jake Simmons
Jim Van Keuren

Jeff Marino

Dean Morris

Paula Sherry



RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Paul A. Tuchmann ( CN=Paul A. Tuchmann/OU=WHO/O=EOP [ WHO | )
CREATION DATE/TIME: 2-FEB-1998 09:02:41.00

SUBJECT: Tentative List

TO: Kevin S. Moran ( CN=Kevin S. Moran/OU=WHO/O=EOP @ EOP [ WHO ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:
State of the Union working group

Michael Waldman
Jordan Tamagni
Tony Blinken
June Shih
Lowell Weiss
Paul Tuchmann
Elie Attie

Ted Widmer
Tommy Caplan
Mark Penn

Bob Shrum
Michael Sheehan
Al From

Don Baer

Outside +thinkers |
[our book]

Benjamin Barber
Taylor Branch

Alan Brinkley

Tony Campolo

Henry Cisneros
Esther Dyson

Joseph Ellis

William Ferris
William Galston

Eric Liu

Willie Morris

Leon Panetta

Hugh Price

Dani Rodrik

Arthur Schlesinger, Jr.
Anna Deveare Smith
Amy Tan

Stephen Carter
Sheldon Hackney
JT's Miami Community College Person

[Sid ,s dinner]










Ted Widmer
Outside  +thinkers , [speechwriting book]

Benjamin Barber
Taylor Branch

Alan Brinkley
Stephen Carter
Henry Cisneros
Tony Campaio
Esther Dyson
Joseph Ellis
Wiiliam Ferris
William Galston
Sheldon Hackney
Eric Liu

Willie Morris

Leon Panetta

Dr. Eduardo Padron
Hugh Price

Dani Rodrik
Arthur Schlesinger, Jr.
Anna Deveare Smith
Amy Tan

Richard l.eone

NOTE: The NSC had their own thinkers ... e.g., Warren Christopher -- dont'
have that list.

Thinkers and leaders dinner

Michael Lind
Richard Rorty
Patricia Williams
Samuel Beer
Pauia Rayman
Barbara Whitechead
Daniel Yergin
Michaei Sandel
Cass Sunstein
Randall Kennedy
Albert Carnarillo

Facts & research

Tom Janenda Research
Robin Bachrnan

Glenn Weiner

Jeff Smith OSTP
Tom Kalil NEC
Jon Orszag

Peter Orszag

Russeli Horwitz

Chris jennings DPC




Sarah Bianchi

Paul Weinsicin

Jake Siewert

Stacie Spector Communications
Kevin Moran

Ruby Shamir

WHCA teieprompter & computers

Colonel Jake Simmons
Jim Van Keuren

Jeff Marino

Dean Morris

Paula Sherry




RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Neera Tanden { CN=Neera Tanden/QU=WHOQO/O=EQP [ WHO ] )
CREATION DATE/TIME:19-FEB-1998 12:01:07.00

SUBIJECT: Re: Perspectives on Crime and Justice Series -Forwarded

TO: LAKSHMI ( LAKSHMI @ ojp.usdej.gov @ INET @ LNGTWY | UNKNOWN 1)
READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:
Sorry it's been so long since we've talked, but | have a somewhat-urgent
request:

The First Lady is interested in doing some events around at-risk kids.
Are there any reports coming out over the next 4 - 5 months on that
subject? Please let me know, and I'm very sorry | missed Randall
Kennedy.

Also, feel free to call - I've misplaced your number. 456-6275.

Neera


















RECORD TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (NOTES MAIL)

CREATOR: Nelson Reyneri ( CN=Nelson Reyneri/OU=WHO/O=EOP [ WHO ])
CREATION DATE/TIME:20-FEB-1998 18:29:17.00

SUBIJECT: Race Commn

TO: Julie A. Fernandes ( CN=Julie A. Fernandes/fOU=0PD/O=EOP @ EOP [ OPD ])
READ:UNKNOWN

TEXT:
I'm sorry, I'm not sure if | forwarded the rest of the email (with the

info) on the ealier email. Thanks
Forwarded by Nelson Reyneri/WHO/EOP on 02/20/98

06:28 PM ----

Sylvia M. Mathews
02/20/98 04:03:18 PM
Record Type: Record

To: Nelson Reyneri/WHO/EOP
(e
Subject: Race Commn

please call me about this. TY
Forwarded by Sylvia M. Mathews/WHO/EOP on 02/20/98

03:48 PM

Susan.Ginsburg @ MS01.DO.treas.sprint.com
02/20/98 09:21:00 AM
Record Type: Record

To: Sylvia M. Mathews
CcCt
Subject: Race Commn

Date: 02/20/1998 09:49 am (Friday)
From: Susan Ginsburg

To: EX.MAIL."Mathews SM@al .eop.gov"
Subject: Race Commn

Hi Sylvia, I had a few thoughts/comments on the
Race Comm.

1. April 30 is the 30th anniversary of the Kerner
Commn report. You may want to have a Race
Commn staff person review the Kerner report either













Commn staff person review the Kerner report either
(a) to be in a position to respond to any editorial
comment (b) to initiate comment if appropriate.

As | mentioned, my father was the exec dir and
author of the report. He's 85 but still clearheaded,
and could assist if you like. At least one Admin
official was on the staff, John Koskinan (I'm sure
I've spelled that wrong) was a special asst to the
deputy director. (He's now doing Y2K, as I'm sure
you know.)

2. The Commn staff may want to make contact if
this has not already been done, with Prof Gerald
Torres, the Texas law professor who was involved
in the successful Houston initiative.

3. 1 would be interested in obtaining a copy of
Orlando Patterson's presentation to the
Commission.

4. | attended a talk by Randall Kennedy on race
bias in law enforcement investigative activity. He
makes a powerful argument that easy racial
assumptions erode community support for police,
but its practical implications need to be worked out
(and are difficult and can create other problems, as
he concedes). Since policing is a critical issue, is
there is sub-group focusing on this issue generally?

These are just a few thoughts. Let me know if | can
be of any assistance.
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WHAT: RACE ADVISORY BOARD MEETING
"RACE AND THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE"

WHO: PRESIDENT CLINTON ,S RACE ADVISORY BOARD MEMBERS
U.S. ATTORNEY GENERAL JANET RENO, CONGRESSMAN
JOHN CONYERS AND NATIONAL & LOCAL LAW
ENFORCEMENT OFFICIALS

WHERE: THE GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY

MARVIN CENTER -- DOROTHY BETTS MARVIN THEATER
800 21ST STREET NW
WASHINGTON, DC

WHEN: TUESDAY, MAY 19, 1998
10:00 AM - 1:00 PM

The President s Initiative on Race is a year-long effort to create a
stronger, more just, and more united American community. For additional
information, write the President s Initiative on Race at: New Executive
Office Building, 725 17th Street, NW, Washington, DC 20504 or visit the
One America website: www.whitehouse.gov/Initiatives/One America

This event is open to the press.
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