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ATTY GEN. RENO Clean air is one of our nobst precious
possessions, and we cannot take it for granted. Dirty air
I's just plain unhealthy.

It's unconfortable, especially for our elderly, our
children, and others who are nost vul nerabl e anong us.

W risk breathing it not only in our cities, plagued by
snog, but in places such as our wonderful national parks,
I ncl udi ng the Great Snokies and Shenandoah.

It is for this reason that the Justice Departnent has
joined with the EPA over these years to focus on what can
be done to inprove air quality in this country. And for
that reason, I'mparticularly glad once again to wel cone
the adm ni strator of EPA, Carol Browner, to announce a

| andmark settlenent wwth Wllanette Industries that wll
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hel p reduce em ssions and protect our air quality.

The settlenment requires the wood products conpany to pay an
$11.2 mllion penalty, the largest penalty ever assessed
for factory em ssions of air pollution.

It requires the conpany to install $74 mllion worth of
pol lution control equipnent at its factors across the
United States. The consent decree that will be filed today

in Portland, Oregon, covers 13 factories in four states:
Oregon, South Carolina, Louisiana, and Arkansas.

The Clean Air Act required Wllanette to install pollution-
control equi pnent each tine it expanded its factories,
whi ch produce pl ywood and ot her buil di ng products.

But we believe that WIllanette did not follow the | aw, and
as a result, thousands of tons of pollution were illegally
released into the air.

Today's settlenent is the third and the |argest in our
ongoi ng effort to nmake sure that the entire wood products

I ndustry conplies with the Clean Air Act. In 1993 | joined
Adm ni strator Browner in announcing a simlar settlenent

Wi th Louisiana Pacific, and in 1996 we reached an agreenent
W th Georgia Pacific.

It is only through these broad national enforcenent efforts
that we can fully address such air pollution in this
country.

But it requires continued efforts. And again, | just want
to acknow edge the great work that you and EPA have done.

And we appreciate it and appreciate having you here this
nor ni ng.

M5. BROWNER: Wel |, thank you, Attorney General Reno.

And | et nme begin by joining you in thanking our coll eagues
at the Environnental Protection Agency and here at the
Justice Departnent for all of the work they do on these
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cases.
These are not easy cases.

They take a lot of tine, a lot of energy, but they produce
very, very dramatic results for people across the country.

Today we are announcing the | argest enforcenent penalty
ever taken agai nst a snokestack conpany under the Cean Ar
Act .

When a conpany chooses to pollute the air, it is not just
breaking the law, it is placing the health of our famlies
at risk.

The dinton-CGore adm nistration has fought, and w |
continue to fight, to protect the health of our famlies,
especially our children, fromair pollution.

Today the Environnental Protection Agency and the Justice
Depart ment are announci ng actions against Wl |l anette

| ndustries, based in Portland. This action totals $93
million.

That total includes the largest civil penalty, $11.2
mllion, ever |evied against a single snokestack conpany
for violations of the Cean Air Act.

W estimate that cleaning up the em ssions fromthese
plants will keep an average of 27,000 tons of pollution out
of the air.

That is the equival ent of taking 287,000 cars off the road.

Two hundred ei ghty-seven thousand cars is approximately the
nunber of cars in the city the size of Portl and.

| want to thank all of the state officials who were a part
of this effort, were partners with us in reaching these
settl enments.

| also want to note that the actions we take today and
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announce today are very simlar to the cases that we have
filed against the coal-fired utilities earlier this year.
The rule of law is very straightforward.

Under the anmendnents to the Clean Air Act in 1990, if you
upgrade your facility, if you change your facility, if you
I ncrease your air pollution, you are required to cone in
and get a permt.

You are required to neet nodern, current air pollution
standards. It is that sinple.

The terns of this settlenent show once again that we are
commtted to an aggressive protection of our people, to an
aggressive enforcenent of the Clean Air Act; and if a
conpany chooses to ignore the law, to pollute the air we
breathe, they will pay a price.

Thank you.

Q Ms. Reno, Ms. Browner, is the settlenent really that
tough? The $74 mllion they would have had to pay anyway to
upgrade their facilities; $11.2 mllion or even $19 mllion

for a conpany this size is probably not that nuch.

Does it really discourage a conpany executive sonewhere
sayi ng, "Now, |ook, we put this off for 10 years or so; it
may cost us $20 million, but in the neantinme we'll save
$100 mllion or $150 million"?

M5. BROANER: Well, | think it's a very, very aggressive
settl enent.

One, it is the largest penalty ever |evied against a
snokestack conpany for a Clean Air Act violation.

And | amsure, if you were to ask the conpany, they would
not suggest that $11.2 mllion is nothing.

And there are other conponents to this beyond the financial.
For exanple, we are getting a multinedia assessnent of
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their facility.

VWhat that neans is they are required to go out and do an
assessnent, not just of air pollution, but also water
pollution, toxic waste, to really give us the full picture
of what is going on at these facilities, information we
cannot al ways get under the | aw.

They woul d al so be required to devel op an environnent al
managenent system Again, that gives us an opportunity to
focus on, not just air pollution issues, but to focus on

ot her pollution that may be associated with these conpanies
or wwth this conpany.

Q To follow up on his question, do you think that the | aw
has enough teeth, in terns of the civil penalties that you
coul d seek, to have provided the -- (turn ?) -- against
conpani es from doi ng what you suggest is a cost-benefit
anal ysis that they'l|

M5. BROMNER: Well, we are allowed to recoup. Were there is
a denonstrated financial benefit to the conpany, we can in
fact recoup that benefit. And that is certainly taken into
account when we reach these settlenents with these
conpanies for a violation of the Clean Ar Act.

An exanple would be, in this particular instance, nornally
I f they had cone in through a permtting process, they
woul d have had nore than the two and a half years to
install the equipnent.

So we can nove nore expeditiously through a settlenent to
get the equipnent installed. W can require, as | said
before, a level of nonitoring and reporting that we're not
able to require under the |aw

| woul d say that probably the question | would pose is not,
"Are the penalties within the | aw enough?"; the question
I's, "When is Congress going to work with the adm ni stration
to noderni ze environnental standards, to nodernize

envi ronnent al stat utes?"
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The vast majority of the environnental statutes in this
country have not been updated to neet the kind of problens
that we are dealing with today in the field, whether it be
the Cean Air Act, the Clean Water Act, the Superfund

Cl eanup Program

And the real question is, "Wen are they going to work with
us to strengthen and noderni ze those statutes?"

Q Do you think there should be tougher financial penalties
in the | aw?

That's --

M5. BROANER: | think in sone instances, yes, Congress
shoul d strengthen the penalty provisions where you have
bl at ant di sregard of environnental requirenents.

Absol utely.

Q Does a case like this fall in that category? Are there
t hings you would have liked to have to have done if there
wer e tougher --

M5. BROWNER: No, | think we're very pleased with this

settl enent.
| think it's inportant -- and the attorney general did say
this -- one of the things that this adm nistration has done

and we' ve done at EPA, in cooperation with the Justice
Departnent, is to nove away fromsort of the little
enforcenent cases and to nove to sector-by- sector
approaches. So, for exanple, we have been working across
t he wood product sector, beginning back in 1993, when we
reached our first settlenent.

VWhat we have tended to find -- it's not always the case,
but we've certainly tended to find that within an industry,
If you find a violation in one place, you'll tend to find a

simlar violation across the industry.

And it allows us to reach -- to, one, get greater pollution
reductions for the American people, and two, to reach nuch
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t ougher agreenents as we work across the sector.

Now i n sone sectors, what happens is once we file the first
coupl e of cases, other people willingly conme in and | ook at
how to resolve their problens. Unfortunately, in the wood
products industry, we have not seen that kind of
cooperation, and so we've renmai ned aggressive in reaching

t hese cases. | nean, they're -- where people drag their
feet, where people don't want to sit down with us and
resolve the fact that they're in violation of the Clean Ar
Act, it takes a little bit |onger.

Where they're willing to cone in, then we can get this done
nore qui ckly.

Uh- huh?

Q Ms. Browner, the communities that these facilities were
| ocated in are pretty small towns.

M5. BROWNER: Yes.

Q And you would think that the addition of facilities would
be noticed -- enough to produce all this additional
pol | uti on.

VWho was asleep at the switch and failed to see that these
facilities were being expanded, and failed to inquire about
whet her they needed new pol lution control?

M5. BROWNER: First of all, it's not as if the footprint of
the facility actually gets expanded. Wat happens i s you go
into the facility, and you nake upgrades in your boiler
capacity, so you're able to generate nore energy, SO you
can make nore pressed board.

You know, the exanple we've used before if you had an
engi ne -- you know, you have a car, you have an engine in
it, you put in a better engine, you know, it still | ooks
like a car to your neighbors; they don't know that what you
did is you just got a souped-up engine.
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And so you can drive faster, you can drive with nore power.

And that's what was happening at these facilities. It was
not sonething you could see fromoutside, but the fact of
the matter is, when you made these upgrades, when you
changed the capacity of the facility to generate a product,
you were required, when you nade those upgrades, to neet
new, nodern pollution-control -- to install new, nodern

pol | uti on-control devices.

And that's what they were not doi ng.

One of the reasons this is very, very hard to see -- and
this is true in all of the pollution |aws that we deal wth
-- is there is an elenent of -- what's -- conpanies are

supposed to cone forward and sel f-di scl ose.

They are under an obligation to notify the governnent,
state or federal governnent, when they are neki ng changes
that require permts.

This conpany sinply didn't do it, and so it was up to us to
conduct investigations, which are not easy investigations
to conduct, to prove that in fact these upgrades had been
made and they were upgrades that fell wthin the

requi renment of a permt.

Part of the agreenent will require these facilities to get
permts and to operate within those permt limts into the
future.

QIn cases of the states where these facilities are
| ocated, | assune they also have state clean air | aws?

M5. BROMNER: No. Most states don't. Most states use the

federal Clean Air Act. And they are using our standards,
they are really quite dependant on the work that the EPA
does.

Q There's no state regulatory mechani smthat m ssed these
additions in those states?
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M5. BROMNER: What is happening is that as states are
capabl e, they take over the day-to-day responsibility for
I npl ementing the federal Clean Air Act. W give themthat
responsibility and we sort of step aside and we backstop
themif they feel they are unable to do sonething.

Several of the states in this particular case did
participate quite eagerly in these cases, but increasingly,
states will be handling the day-to-day permtting of these
types of facilities, pursuant to the federal |aw. Most
states have not adopted their own clean air act.

A few have, but to deal with particular problens. The vast
majority of clean air protections in this country flow from
the federal statutes, which nmay be nmanaged by the states.

Q As enforcenent, though, has gone back to the states, as
you -- (inaudible) -- during the 1990s, EPA --

M5. BROWNER: No, no, no, no, no. Enforcenent has not gone
back to the state. This is a lawsuit that was filed with
the Justice Departnent by the Environnment Protection
Agency. We do bring the state in because of their -- they
can do sonme work in the field that, quite frankly, it's
nore cost effective to have themdo than to have us do.

But when it cones to these | arge enforcenent cases that
have really been sort of -- where this adm nistration has
tried to nove, those are being handl ed by the Environnental
Protection Agency for the states, in npbst instances.

QBut interns of routine enforcenent, | nean, has not nore
of that sort of sort of devolved back to the states?

M5. BROMNER: There's two types of enforcenent that go on in
the environnental arena. One are these very big cases; for
exanple, what we filed against the coal-fired power plants,
what we filed agai nst the diesel engine manufacturers, what
we announce here today.

Those we handl e. That is the best use of our resources.
When you have an individual facility in an individual
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conmunity where sonething is noticed during an annual
I nspection, that will be handled by the state.

But where you have practices that may reach across an
entire sector, an entire industry sector, that is the best
use of our resources.

These cases are very expensive to investigate.
They are very expensive to prove.
And you get the greatest pollution reduction in these cases.

And so we did make a decision in this admnistration that
we woul d focus our energies, our enforcenent dollars on
t hese | argest cases.

And we have been incredibly successful. | nean, virtually
every statute now, we have set the record for the penalties
pai d because we are going out and applying what we | earn
per haps fromone | arge conpany across an industry sector.

W' ve al so been incredi bly successful in getting very, very
| arge pol lution reductions through these enforcenent
prograns, and then we |eave to the states the smaller,

I ndi vidual facility cases.

Q How w despread have you seen these practices?
M5. BROANER: Excuse ne?
Q How wi despread have these practices been?

M5. BROMNER: Well, within this particular sector, this is
the third | arge case that we announced. Wod products, just
so you know, these are people that are maki ng pressboard,

or what you mght refer to as particle board. And the first
one the attorney general and | announced was in 1993. It
was really the beginning of EPA's sector- based work, where
we were noving away, sort of, fromindividual facilities,
you know. There are 13 facilities here. Imagine if we had
done them sort of individually.
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| nstead, what we were able to do is | ook across this
sector, look at this particul ar conpany and nove forward
aggressi vel y.

Unfortunately, what we do find is, within highly
conpetitive industry sectors, if there is -- you know, if
one conpany is doing it sort of a lot, there's a good
chance that you're going to see it in other conpanies.
That's certainly been our experience.

The exanple woul d be the diesel engine case, where it was
every single diesel engine manufacturer was doi ng the sane
thing, essentially shutting off the pollution-control

devi ces when the trucks got out on the road so that it
could -- they weren't neeting pollution control

requi renents on the road.

They had net themin our |abs, but they wouldn't neet them
out on the road.

Very, very clever thing.

But they were all doing it.

Simlarly here, this now-- with this case, this is the
third one -- | think -- represents 50 percent of the wood
products industry, where we have found this kind of

pr obl em

SSmlarly, we are alleging in the coal-fired utilities we
have now filed against -- | want to say two dozen conpani es
and sonme nunber of facilities in that case, making the sane
al l egation, which is that they were required, when they
upgraded their capacity, they upgraded their facilities, to
come in and get permts, and they sinply didn't do it. And,
therefore, they weren't installing the kind of nodern
control technol ogy.

So | think, unfortunately, you do see too nuch of it within
I ndi vi dual sectors. But the good news is, because we have
changed our focus to a sector-based focus, that we are able
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to find themand to benefit fromthe prior work that we do.

Q Do you anticipate nore big cases out there in the wood-
product industry, or do you think you have cl eaned house?

M5. BROWNER: W are not done with our work -- (chuckles) --
I n the wood-products industry. Let ne put it that way.

Q How many pendi ng i nvestigations?
M5. BROMNER: It's -- (consults with staff).

STAFF (?): The EPA issued a National Notice Violation to
Boi se Cascade in March of this year.

STAFF (?): That's anot her one.
QIf I could change the subject?

Ms. Reno, the -- (inaudible) -- has ridiculed the
adm nistration for its clains that it needs nore tinme to
wor kK out cl enency qgui delines.

He says: "The death penalty has been back on the books
since 1988. M. Garza was sentenced seven years ago.

Way is this suddenly taking you by surprise? Wiy did you
not have these guidelines in place | ong hence?"

ATTY GEN. RENO We have been working on them for sone tine,
and we'd like to make sure that they are done in an orderly
way.

| don't think anybody wants to rush, in a nondeliberative
way, to carry out the death penalty.

W want to do it in a careful dignified, thoughtful manner.
Q But why has it taken seven years to get to this place?

ATTY GEN. RENO | think | nmentioned |last time that
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sonetines things don't nove as fast as | would |like them
t o.

But where the inplenentation of the death penalty is at
I ssue, | think we nust be very careful.

Q Ms. Reno, Notra Trulock Ill is telling people that he is
the victimof harassnent by the adm ni strati on because of
his whistle- blowing activities at the Departnent of
Energy. The FBI has seized M. Trul ock's conputer.

Can you tell us anything about how this investigation
began?

ATTY GEN. RENO | don't think it would be appropriate for
nme to cooment. If the FBI can nake any comment, | would
refer you to them

Q Ms. Reno, the head of your Canpai gn Finance Task Force
heads up to the H|Il today, Dan Burton's commttee.

Has there been any novenent on his recommendation for a
speci al counsel ? Have you received the input that you said
that you'd be receiving |last week -- other people in the
departnent? What's the status of that?

ATTY GEN. RENO |'m expecting it shortly.

Q And also, if I could, the congressman was al so asking for
the Justice Departnent to investigate Vice President Al
Gore's comments on a vi deotaped Wi te House fundraiser
regardi ng Janes Riady. |Is that al so an aspect of

I nvestigation that you' re | ooking at at this nonent?

ATTY GEN. RENO W're always glad to receive any new
I nformati on and pursue it.

QI think there's a Justice Departnent policy that -- |
understand this -- you don't bring big cases that m ght
I npact on the election during the el ection season.

Wuld -- assumng that's right, would you apply that
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principle to the Gore deci sion?

ATTY GEN. RENO | don't think that there is a policy per
se, but | think that you have | ook at each situation and
make t he best judgnent you can.

Q And can you give us your assessnent as to whether this
situation falls in that category?

ATTY GEN. RENO | don't know what situation you're
referring to.

Q A decision on a special counsel for the vice president.

ATTY GEN. RENG A decision on a special counsel would not
be a part of a decision to charge or not to charge in sone
situations, and | don't think there's any policy with
respect to a special counsel.

Q Ms. Reno, there's a new book out -- it's called "Rats in
the Grain" -- about the crimnal prosecution of ADM and it
makes sone di sturbing allegations about the Justice
Departnment's crimnal case.

Primarily, it says that the two top officers of the
conpany, Dwayne Andreas and Janes Randall (sp), were never
even interviewed, even though the FBI took statenments from
for exanple, Howard Buffett (sp), who was a nenber of the
board, saying that there was a tub of shredded docunents
out si de of Dwayne's office, that Dwayne and Randall (sp)
knew about this -- the whistle-blower's off-the-books
conpensati on.

But these people were never interviewed. And he nakes the
case that he thought that the ADM | awers at Wllianms &
Connolly were in charge of what was going on, and that's
why this happened.

Do you have any idea why Dwayne Andreas, the CEO of the
conpany, and Janmes Randall (sp), the president, were never
I ntervi ened?
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ATTY GEN. RENO. |'ve not read the book, so | couldn't
conmment .

Q But you were in charge of the investigation. Do you have
any idea?

ATTY GEN. RENO | won't conmment in the context of the book,
since you're asking questions in the context of the book.

| " ve di scovered when questions are asked in a specific
context, they are often taken out of context.

Q Madane Attorney General, a couple of days ago you
reversed a decision of the inplenenting the clause of the
1996 Inmm gration Reform Act of retroactivity in some m nor
crimnal cases.

Can you comment on that, one? And two --
ATTY GEN. RENO Can --

Q The 1996 | mm gration Reform Act --
ATTY GEN. RENO But what was your --

Q The retroactivity of the --

ATTY GEN. RENO Yes --

Q-- clause that allows people to have conmtted crines
before, mnor crinmes before, the --

ATTY. CGEN. RENO. Could you speak just a little bit | ouder?
Q Sure. The -- this activity of the 1996 Inmm gration Reform
Act which all owed sone people who have been in the States

| ess than 30 years and have commtted a mnor crine to be
deported retroactively. You have nade a decision not to
reverse that decision to apply retroactivity.

Wul d you coment why? And would it nean that sone of the
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peopl e that were deported on those bases could cone back --
coul d reappl y?

ATTY. GEN. RENO The purpose of the proposed rule is to
restore uniformty between the different circuits
nationwide in the admni stration of the waiver.

Ri ght now, there are a variety of different and
contradictory rules, depending on the judicial circuit in
whi ch the deportation proceedi ng arose.

|f the person is still in the country, they could be
el igible.

| f they have been deported, they would not be eligible.

QSo -- I"'msorry, could I follow up? That neans that this
section has a unconstitutional aspect of it that m ght be
shot down by either federal courts or the Suprene Court?

ATTY. CGEN. RENO Which section hasn't?
Q The retroactivity aspect of the |law, on deportation.

ATTY. GEN. RENO | don't know what the Suprene Court woul d
do with respect to the issue, but what we are trying to do
Is to provide for uniformty between the circuits by the
proposed rul e.

Q So -- can | just ask you about that particular question?
So, do you have a policy now that you' re not going to apply
the --

what do they call it, the "violent crimnal offender"” --

aspect of the 1996 IRA |law to m sdeneanor offenses that
were done before the | aw was passed? Have you el im nated
retroactive enforcenent of that from before?

ATTY. GEN. RENO Wat we're trying to do is reinstate a
di scretionary formof relief for certain |awful pernmanent
resi dents whose crimnal convictions subjected themto
deport ati on.
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But | awful permanent -- the criteria are: |awful permanent
resi dence; seven years of lawful, unrelinquished domcile;
and | ess than five years served for an aggravated fel ony or
fel oni es.

Q Attorney Ceneral --

Q Charles Bakaly's request for a trial had the effect of
unsealing all the court docunents in his case, so we

| ear ned about that case that we didn't know about. Setting
that aside, are there still departnental investigations
pendi ng into other aspects of the independent counsel, or
Is that all now done?

ATTY GEN. RENO | would not comment one way or the other.

Q Ms. Reno, did you have a choice about whether to pursue
t he Bakal y prosecution?

ATTY GEN. RENG | think in these situations in which the
court has referred the matter to us for prosecution, if we
determ ne that there was not any basis for it, we would be
obligated and it would be our duty to advise the court.

Q Ms. Reno, how involved were you in the Justice
Departnent's deci sion not to support the nom nation of Jay
Carver (sp) to head the of fender supervision agency?

ATTY GEN. RENO | am expecting further reports, so at this
point | could not commrent.

Q Ms. Reno, you have expressed in the past that one of the
nost noving things in your tenure here was your neeting
with the parents of Matthew Shepard.

Today the parents of another killing victimare here,
claimng that there may al so have been sone bias, simlar
bi as.

Do you plan to personally sit in on that neeting, and,
whet her or not you do personally, why did the Justice
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Department decide to neet the parents today?

ATTY GEN. RENO The request was nade to M. Hol der, and he
Is neeting with them

Q You're not going to be able to do so0?
ATTY GEN. RENO | expect a full report fromhim
Qls there any potential federal jurisdiction here?

ATTY GEN. RENO. | could not coment. | don't want to
prematurely judge whatever the famly m ght want to nmake
avail able to M. Hol der.

Q Ms. Reno, have you had opportunity to neet Vicente Fox,
the president-elect of Mexico?

ATTY GEN. RENG No, | have not.

Q You do not know hin? He has nmade statenents that go to
the core of corruption, saying he wwll clean up the
governnent ier">of Mexico and cl ean up Mexico generally.

And he said sonething about the rule of laww Il be very
I nportant to himso far as Mexico is concerned, and you
sai d sonething about the rule of |aw | ast week.

And | just wondered if that resonates with you.

ATTY GEN. RENG Well, |'ve been saying a | ot about the rule
of law for nost of ny adult life. (Laughter.)

Just as an aside, | had a chance to be at Runnynede this
past Saturday.

That's where the barons net King John and where the rule of
|l aw as we know it in our Constitution, in our Bill of

Ri ghts, where much of the foundation of those principles of
the rule of |aw were appli ed.
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It was a wonderful afternoon. And there was a young nman out
i n the neadow bel ow us, who was exercising his free speech.

(Laughter.) | think he was nore gracious than the barons
had been. But it rem nded you of just how inportant it is
to enforce the rule of |aw.

It was al so very noving to renenber that, 60 years before
begi nning in August, the RAF pilots fought the Battle of
Britain.

And then you renmenbered the people who took small boats
over to Dunkirk to evacuate British forces fleeing the
conti nent .

And then you just |ooked at what it nust have been like. |
visited the war roons where the cabi net had net during
bonbi ng rai ds.

And you realized the valiant courage of the people of the
city of London, where 29,000 people were killed during the
war from bonbs.

And it makes you realize that the rule of |law requires al
of us to participate and to be involved and to never, ever
rel ax our vigilance.

Q Ms. Reno, the 10th anniversary of ADA is com ng up next
week.

Could you talk for a m nute about what the types of cases
the Justice Departnent has brought, in recent years, has
shown about the need for the | aw?

ATTY GEN. RENO | can renenber as state attorney in M am
when the act was passed, we had tried to nmake sure that we
had done everything within our local |laws to address these
I ssues. And the passage of the act began to open doors.

When | canme to Washington, it was one of the first issues
that confronted nme: How do we explain to people that the
act is reasonable, that it's not unduly burdensone, and
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that it can open opportunities for so nmany Anericans?

Yesterday, at Warm Springs, | had the chance to see so nany
di fferent people who had disabilities but you woul d never
know it, if you just thought about how productive they
were, how they were contributing, and what a difference

t hey coul d nake.

| think the act has opened doors. It's given people an
opportunity to have enploynent, to have recreationa
opportunities, to engage in activities that they never
dreanmed of before.

It was particularly poignant, in the context of Franklin
Roosevelt, to renmenber that sone people said, when he got
polio in the 1920s, that his political career was finished,
that he could never go on, and that he should just retire
to Hyde Park and enjoy life there.

He went on to becone governor of New York and president,
el ected for four ternms, faced the Depression and one of the
worst wars in the history of the world.

It is the spirit of Franklin Roosevelt and the spirit of
the ADA and the spirit of the wonderful people | net
yesterday that | think have given the act great force in
this country and nade Anerica far nore productive and given
peopl e far nore opportunity.

Q And Ms. Reno, | just had one question on the Waco verdi ct
| ast Fri day.

The | ead attorney for the Davidians said after the jury
canme back that he thought, unfortunately, that this wll
probably be the final word on Waco in the eyes of many
Anmericans |'mjust wondering, do you think that after this
trial and perhaps even after the Danforth report cones out,
that there still will be doubts anong Anericans about how
the Justice Departnent handled this? O do you think that
this will put things to rest finally?

ATTY GEN. RENO Well, | don't want to prejudge anything
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that the special counsel mght say. And | think we should
wait and |l et Senator Danforth's report speak for itself,
what ever it says.

Qls he working on a final report? Has he finished the
I nvestigative work?

ATTY GEN. RENO | don't know.
Q Thank you very nuch.
Q Thank you.

Q It appears that the plea bargaining talks in the dynpic
I nvesti gati on have broken down. First, do you have any
comrent on that?

And second, do you plan to nove forward with the charges in
t hat ?

ATTY GEN. RENG | don't have any comment on either nunber
one nor nunber two, one way or the other.

M5. BROWNER: Thank you al | .
ATTY GEN. RENO Thank you.
Q Thank you.

M5. BROAMNER: Let ne -- before -- we just want to nake sure
-- | think | reversed two nunbers in sonething | said.

It is seven utilities that we have filed simlar cases
against, 24 facilities owned by the seven utilities.

| may have gotten the nunber w ong.

The other thing is -- | just want to be clear -- the
econom ¢ benefit has been captured in the penalty and sone
In addition to the econom c benefit.
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So the 11.2 mllion does include the noney the conpany nade
by avoi ding the | aw.

Q(Of mke) -- additional -- the EPA has a big Suprene
Court case pending --

M5. BROMNER: Oh, yeah.
Q-- with the American Trucki ng Associ ati on.
M5. BROANER: Two.

Qls -- both of those cases -- is this sort of action that
you took today in jeopardy in those Suprene Court cases?

| s your authority to carry out these sorts of enforcenent
actions in jeopardy in the Suprene Court cases?

M5. BROANER: | think far nore inportant in the Suprene
Court cases is our ability to set any public health
st andar d.

The provision that has been challenged in the Suprenme Court
now is a sinple provision that says -- it's been in the
Clean Air Act for 30 years -- says, "EPA shall set public
health air pollution standards with a margin of safety
based on best avail abl e sci ence.

And essentially, what you have is industry arguing that
that is an unconstitutional delegation of authority by
Congress to the EPA

|f we can't set standards, whether it be water pollution
standards, air pollution standards, then we can't even
begin to provide a | evel of protection.

And t hese enforcenent cases work against, in many
I nst ances, a backdrop of the kind of standards that we set,
the kind of anmbient air pollution standards that we set.

So it throws -- to lose that case is to throwinto conplete
turnmoi | the underpinnings of alnost every single
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environnental and public health statute in the country.

Thank you.

Q Thank you.

QWat is -- in the WIllanette case, what wll be saved,

i nsofar as pollution is concerned, when the equipnent is up
and --

M5. BROMNER: It's about 27,000 tons of pollution. And the
pollution is -- the nost prevalent is VOCs, volatile
organi ¢ conpounds, which are what cause snopg.

Q Ckay.

END.
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