April 17, 2009

Senator Tom Harkin

United States Senate

731 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Re: Stephanie Rose Nomination for N.D. of Iowa U.S. Attorney

As criminal defense attorneys who are members of the Criminal Justice Act
panel here in the Northern District of Iowa, and who had all participated in the
representation of individuals prosecuted last May as part of the Agriprocessors
Plant raid, we feel compelled to write your office on behalf of the Stephanie Rose
nomination for U.S. Attorney for the Northern District of Iowa.

During the process of our representation of Postville clients Stephanie Rose
was the primary contact for defense attorneys. She worked incredibly long hours
and exhibited a level of competence and ability that would be hard to overstate.
She was there on the Cattle Congress grounds virtually around-the-clock and
showed familiarity with a number of individual client circumstances when
contacted by defense counsel to discuss potential plea alternatives.

She described the areas where the local U.S. Attorney’s Office was allowed
to negotiate and vary from the plea proposals that had been approved at the
national level. In those cases where adjustments could be made to accommodate
particular circumstances, she did so in order to ensure that justice was done in each
individual case.

Ms. Rose also ensured that defense counsel had complete access to their
clients by acting as a buffer with Homeland Security, who were in charge of the
housing and security of our clients. She further coordinated with the local jails that
housed defendants to allow for maximum access by defense attorneys in order for
us to provide complete representation.

Based upon our involvement in the Postville representation, it was not
Stephanie Rose’s decision to conduct the Postville Raid. She was not involved in
the major policy decisions that led to the raid. She did not make the decision to
fast track these cases, nor did she have any part in how the individuals were to be
housed. In addition, she did not make the decision regarding what charges were to



be brought against these individuals. With the limited discretion that she had
regarding the circumstances and particularly the plea agreements, Ms. Rose
exercised her judgment admirably and very favorably to defendants.

Any criticism about Stephanie Rose apparently comes from those who have
never had a criminal case with her, and instead represent a blanket disagreement
with the Immigration policies and statutes of the United States.
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