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Q Good nor ni ng.

Q Ms. Reno? Enpl oyees of Los Al anbs seemto be wal ki ng out
of secure facilities with nucl ear secrets stuck to the
bottom of their shoes.

(Laughter.)

A few weeks ago a portable conputer, a | aptop, was stolen
fromthe State Departnent, containing classified material.

A former director of the CIAis being investigated for
keeping classified material in his honme on a nonsecure
conputer that's connected to the Internet.

Governnent -wi de, there seemto be plenty of people who
shoul d know better who don't have a clue about security in
the informati on or the cyber age.

Isn't it tinme for the dinton adm nistration to get
t oget her and work up sone kind of policy and nake people
aware of what's going on?
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ATTY GEN. RENO | think it is inportant that everyone | ook
at the briefings that they have received and refresh their
menory.

And if we see instances in which there has been a failure
to advi se people of appropriate security steps to be taken,
then we wll certainly call that to everyone's attention.

Q But you're confident that enpl oyees of each government
agency have been briefed? They're just not paying attention
to these briefings?

ATTY GEN. RENO | can't conmment on notivation. But | just
think it is vitally inportant that everyone be fully
I nformed and have refreshnent briefings, if you wll, on a

regul ar basi s.

Q Ms. Reno, can you explain to us why you oppose the
proposed | egislation to nake | eaking classified information
a crinme?

ATTY GEN. RENO | don't oppose legislation. What | want to
do is to work with everybody concerned to try to address

I ssues that can develop legislation that will be useful and
that can get passed.

Q Do you have First Amendnent concerns about the
| egislation as it now exists?

ATTY GEN. RENO | think everyone wants to focus on an
appropriate protection for the First Anmendnent concerns
t hat we have.

And | think what we want to do is nake sure that the
information that is classified is truly classified, and
that there is no attenpt or that there's no ability of
people to overclassify information, to limt what can be
truly discussed in the public's donain.

Q Do you think, personally, that the best way to deal with
| eaks is prosecution?
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ATTY GEN. RENG | think prosecution can have a very great
-- can be a very great deterrent. | think that steps al so
must be taken wth respect to what has just been raised, to
ensure that people are briefed as to their responsibilities
Wth respect to classified information, and that they are
refreshed on a regular basis as to what they can and can't
do with it, particularly on conputers.

Q Do you think that classified information is being | eaked
because peopl e have just forgotten what their
responsibilities are?

ATTY GEN. RENG | think that what happens is that people
don't recollect that -- sonetines that a particul ar piece
of information may be classified. | think it is inportant
for everyone to understand why it should be classified and
the effect of it.

Q To clarify, you don't oppose |egislation of sone kind,
but the idea of stiffening penalties and nmaki ng fel onies of
classified |l eaks -- do you support that?

ATTY GEN. RENO | think it is inportant, when information
Is | eaked that is clearly classified, that is -- clearly
coul d reveal sources and nethods, that people know it, know
that they're releasing it to people who do not have the
classification or the clearance, that there should be --
that that is wong, and that there should be an appropriate
sanction for that.

| want to make sure that the information -- if the
information is | eaked, that before we can take action,
we've got to nmake sure that it's properly classified.

Q But when you say there should be an appropriate sanction,
do you -- should that "appropriate sanction" be

adm ni strative or crimnal?

ATTY GEN. RENO | think in certain instances it should be
crimnal.

Q And can you define those instances?
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ATTY. CGEN. RENO. One of the things | don't do is "what
Ifs," but the -- what | just described mght be a good
exanpl e.

Q Pardon nme. Wat's the need for legislation? Have there
been problens recently that seemto call for |egislation?

ATTY. GEN. RENO | don't know whet her | egislation can
address the issue, because of the nost inportant things is
to identify the person and be able to prove the case. But |
think, clearly, where there is information that is
classified, that is appropriately classified, that if it is
| eaked woul d reveal sources and nethods and expose people's
lives to danger, that's just plain wong.

QBut isn't it already?

ATTY. GEN. RENO | think the question arises in the
definitions of Sections 793 and 794, as | recall, and what
does "national defense information” nean? And | think we
need to |l ook at that and see if there is | anguage that can
be devel oped that can nore clearly identify what we're

tal king about in terns of the information that should be
protected, but at the sane tine address the issues of an

I nadvertent disclosure to soneone whom you m stakenly
bel i eve has cl earance.

If it's inadvertent, | think we can craft |anguage that can
avoid crimnalizing that type of conduct. | think it is

I nportant to make sure that we do not overclassify, so as
to withhold fromthe public information that they shoul d

| egiti matel y have.

| think we should address the issue of the First Anendnent
so that there is not a concern there, because the sane
concern exists today, and by public -- by policy and by

gui del i nes, the Departnent of Justice, through one

adm ni stration after another, Republican and Denocrat, has
determned that it would not go after the reporter, because
of the First Amendnent considerations.
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That does not, then, say you don't go after the person who
has | eaked the information, when she or he knows that it is
wong to leak it and that it exposes people and sources and
nmet hods to exposure.

Q So you feel that it is inproper for -- we have a glaring
I nstance of this here in the Washi ngton press for sone
years now -- when the reporter is taking information froma

source that is confidential and it is being published, that
nei ther reporter nor publisher should take responsibility
for making that information public?

ATTY GEN. RENO | think many reporters and many publishers
exerci se great responsibility and extraordi nary restraint,
and | comrend t hem

| think there are situations where, if a reporter broke
I nto sonepl ace and stole secrets, | think that's wong.

And | think we have to address how you wal k the |ine
between a free press able to publish, and encourage public
debate, and how we protect the national security of this
country.

Qls it wong when the reporter is receiving information
that is classified and just passes that information on to
the public?

| s that wong?
|s that irresponsible on the part of the reporter?

ATTY GEN. RENO It would depend on the circunstances. |
think, if it exposes people's lives to danger, it could
I rresponsi bl e.

But as | have pointed out, it has been the policy of the
Justice Departnent, this Justice Departnent and previous
Justice departnents, not to focus on the reporter but to
focus on the person who has the responsibility for

mai ntaining that information in a secure fashion.
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QIlIt leads ne to ask this question then: |Is that reporter
responsi ble for revealing his sources, if you're going
after the source of the information, or is that reporter
exenpt ?

ATTY GEN. RENO There are certain instances in which we
have, as you know, authorized the subpoena of a reporter in
Situations where there is clearly a matter of great

concern. But in these instances we have not because we have
tried to walk that fine line, protecting the First
Anmendnent and recogni zing that reporters can be very

st ubbor n.

( Chuckl es.)
One of ny stories:
| remenber | was at coll ege.

And ny nother had refused to identify her source; she was a
reporter.

And she call ed ne.

And she said the judge told her to bring her toothbrush the
next norni ng because, if she didn't reveal her source, she
was going to jail.

And she felt very strongly about the First Anendnent and
was not going to reveal her source and went to court the
next norning, and the judge rel ented.

| think the best thing is for the Anerican press and the
Anerican nedia to exercise its responsibility, which it
does, nost days day in and day out, on a regular basis. And
| think it is inportant for the American press, the free
press, to encourage public debate and to get information
out to the public.

But | think it is also inportant for the Anerican press, as
| have seen it do on a nunber of occasions -- is to
exercise restraint, and I conmend the press for that.
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Q Ms. Reno, should the legislation apply to nenbers of
Congress and their staffs, as well as nenbers of the
executi ve branch?

ATTY GEN. RENO 1'Il let Congress think about that.
(Soft | aughter.)

Q Do you have an opinion about or a reaction to the appeals
court ruling yesterday, the two-to-one ruling, that says
that a state cannot prosecute in the Ruby Ri dge case?

ATTY GEN. RENO |I'mvery gratified by it, and | think the
statenent of the 9th Grcuit is a very el oquent statenent
about the very difficult situations that |aw enforcenent
officials find thenselves in. And | was very pl eased.

QOnthe Elian case, his Mam relatives have -- are
seeking the full court -- full appeals court to review
their case once again.

Are you concerned this mght delay -- further delay Elian
and his father getting back to Cuba and getting back to a
normal 1ife?

ATTY GEN. RENO | woul d hope that the matter could be
consi dered and rul ed upon pronptly and that we can go
f orwar d

But again, the processes should take their course.

Q Can you offer any general guidance on about when we m ght
reasonabl y expect the conclusion of the investigation of
the Salt Lake City Aynpic bid?

About how far out are we at this point?

ATTY GEN. RENO | can't give you an estimation, and one of
the things that | have |learned is don't specul ate, because
you never know what you're going to find.
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But if Myron can give you any guidance, |I'll ask himto do
SoO.

Q Ms. Reno, the Philippine authorities have said that they
are going to bring charges in the Love Bug virus case. Does
that pretty nmuch foreclose any action by the U S. ?

ATTY GEN. RENO W want to work with the Philippine
authorities, and we wll continue to do so and support them
In every way that we can.

If there is action that is appropriate for us to take in
i ght of what Philippine authorities have done, then we
wi Il consider that and work with themto effect the
appropriate course.

Q So options are still open for the U S. ?

ATTY GEN. RENO Again, | just want to nake sure that we
don't do anything that would interfere with the Phili ppine
efforts, and that we do this in an appropriate partnership,
because as |'ve said on a nunber of occasions, it is going
to be so inportant for us to work with countries around the
world in terns of developing legislation that will serve as
a common denomi nator, in terns of working together to
ensure thorough investigations, sharing equi pnent, tracing
cal | s.

And | want to make sure that, whatever we do, it's done in
the spirit of partnership that will build a capacity to
deal with cybercrinme around the worl d.

Q Do you still have an FBI teamin Manila assisting the
Philippine officials in this?

ATTY GEN. RENG | believe we do, but I wll ask Myron to
confirmthat for you.

(Pause.)

Thank you.
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Q On!
(Laughter.)
| didn't want to get piggish.

Let ne ask you about a gentl eman naned Jose Fatino Moireno
(sp), highly regarded by U S. throughout the enforcenent
peopl e as being a very honest Mexican narc, assassi nated,
killed gangl and style, | should say, tortured, in the

Ti j uana ar ea.

Have you any comment about this heinous crinme? And it is
said also that this shows a | ack of success agai nst the
Arrel ano Fel i x gang.

ATTY GEN. RENO | think this indicates how inportant it is
for us to work together with the Mexican authorities to see
t hat people are brought to justice for such acts.

| have expressed concern on behalf of the Justice
Depart ment .

Any tinme sonebody like this is gunned down, tortured, it
makes you realize what people are putting their lives on
for around the world, and it's very inportant that we see
that justice is done.

Q Anot her drug-rel ated question. Seizures of drugs are down
80 percent in Panama. Representative John M ca says that
it's just a horrible disgrace; Panama is becom ng a greater
transit point for drugs from Col onbia. Do you have any
coments on that?

ATTY. GEN. RENO | think it is inportant that we continue
to focus our efforts with countries in Latin America,

t hroughout South Anerica, and that we recogni ze that

whet her you're a small or |large country, each one has a
role to play.

| " ve just cone back froma conference of | aw enforcenent
mnisters in Trinidad -- |law enforcenent mnisters fromthe
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Car i bbean.

| was so inpressed by the representatives of so many snal

I sland nations who are doing their |evel best, sone really
doi ng extraordinary things, to see that the
narcotraffickers understand that their island does not

wel cone t hem

It is inportant for the United States to, again, be a
partner wwth those nations striving to be drug-free.

Q Ms. Reno, | realize that the Visa-MasterCard case i s now
inlitigation, a trial opening this week in New York, but
can you tell us again what the governnent's fundanenta
interest is in bringing this case? How does bringing this
case -- how would this protect consuners?

ATTY. GEN. RENO | think it's -- one sonetines wants to try
to explain litigation, but I think it would probably be
better, since it is pending, for the issue to be discussed
in court and not otherw se.

Q Ms. Reno, the Senate Judiciary Commttee held a hearing
on post-conviction DNA testing, and Senator Hatch and
Senat or Leahy have bills up. Senator Hatch's is nore
restrictive. Do you have any preference anong those two
bills?

Have you seen those?

ATTY. GEN. RENO W just want to work with both gentl enen
to nake sure that we get appropriate legislation, and |
think we want to work with Congress.

| think back to when | first started prosecuting, when DNA
was, perhaps -- | don't know how far along it was, but we
certainly didn't understand that it was a tool. And you
used to think, How can | be sure?

How do | know? How can | be absolutely sure?

| think what has been done with DNA is, again, a classic

http://www.usdoj.gov/archive/ag/speeches/2000/061500ag.htm (10 of 15) [4/27/2009 4:15:19 PM]



06-15-00: WEEKLY JUSTICE DEPARTMENT MEDIA BRIEFING WITH A...L JANET RENO U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, WASHINGTON, D.C.

exanpl e of what can be done with science, wth research,
Wi th appropriate utilization of resources to devel op new
t ool s.

And | think it is inmportant for us now to use those tools
to nake sure that we get into the DNA database all the
sanpl es that are now accunul ated, that have accunul ated as
part of a backl og; that we devel op forensic capacities
around the country that will permt state and |ocal |aw
enforcenent to have access to the database and to have a
nmeans of getting the tests done and recorded i nredi ately.

As | think I've nmentioned to you, probably within 10 years
each squad car will be equipped with a conputer that can --
and police officers at the scene will be trained in DNA
testing. And a test -- a sanple can be taken at the scene
and faxed in -- | nean sent in on the conputer, and a natch
made, or a match not nade.

It's going to be an exciting opportunity for |aw
enforcenent to nmake sure that they don't expend costly
dollars on follow ng the wong person, and that they follow
the person indicated or inplicated by the DNA testing and
ensure that the guilty person is brought to justice.

Wth these tools, we can do so nuch, and | think it is
I nportant that we draft |egislation and devel op resources
that will make the tool as effective as possible.

Q So you do definitely support sone form of post-conviction
DNA testing, sonme formof relief fromthe way things stand
now?

ATTY GEN. RENO It's going to depend on the circunstances.
|f | can get everybody tested up front and nake sure that
t hi ngs have been done correctly --

QBut I nmean in terns of changing the laws and the rul es
that are on the books now with respect to post-conviction
testing, when sonebody's appeals have all run out, but the
tool that you're praising apparently could settle the
question once and for all of innocence, is that sonething
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that you support -- legislation in sone fornf

ATTY GEN. RENG | think what | would like to see is that we
define it very carefully, because there are going to be
sone i nstances where DNA testing wll not solve the
problem And we've just got to fashion it correctly.

Q Well, your DNA conm ssion cane up wwth a franmework for
testing those convicts where the DNA testing woul d
absol utely show i nnocence or guilt.

ATTY GEN. RENO And that's what we're trying to address.

Q1 nean, are you going to follow that framework, the
framewor k of your conm ssion, in recommending to Congress?

ATTY GEN. RENO That's what -- | amtrying to work through
It wwth everybody to see just how we frane it.

Q But what about an inmate on death row, where it could
make a difference? Should they have access to it?

ATTY GEN. RENO | think it is very inportant that al

def endants charged with crinmes that have significant
sanctions, but clearly people charged with a capital crine
and for which the governnent or the state seeks the death
penalty, that they should have, first of all, good | awers
who can properly represent them

And in too many instances in this country, people being
charged with a capital crinme do not.

| think it is very inportant, critically inportant, that,
not only do they have access to DNA testing before they get
to the point of being on death row, but that they have
access to other forensic and investigatory resources that

Wil permit themto properly explore their claimof

I nnocence.

When you see the nunber of people -- and | have seen it in
a case in which -- | have handl ed on a speci al assignnment

fromthe governor of Florida, where the man had been in
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prison for 21 years. The death penalty had been set aside,
but he had been there for 21 years and coul d have gone to
the electric chair had it not been for a decision of the
Suprenme Court with reference to death penalty, generally.

| wll never forget turning around and | ooki ng over ny
shoul der at that nman, who wal ked out of the courthouse free
for the first tinme in 21 years; and to think that he could
have gone to the electric chair for a crine | did not think
he had conm tt ed.

W just can't do that.
We cannot | et that happen.

Q Ms. Reno, Elian's relatives have requested a neeting with
Juan M guel and Elian. And Juan Mguel's |awer said, you
know, he is considering it.

Are you privy to any of those discussions?

ATTY GEN. RENO No, | haven't been, except what | read in
t he paper.

Q And your reaction to a possible neeting?

ATTY GEN. RENO | always hope that famlies who are having
di sputes over matters can always work it out, and | hope
the sane for them

Q Ms. Reno, back on the death penalty, wth the Col unbia
University study that cane out |ooking at the high rate of
reversals, wth the questions that are being raised about
the application of the death penalty in Texas, do you have
any doubts about the fairness of the system and whet her or
not there should be a national noratoriunf

ATTY GEN. RENG |I'm-- | don't know whether a nati onal
noratoriumis the issue. What | think is the issue is that
peopl e shoul d not be prosecuted for a capital crinme until
they have a | awyer who can properly represent them and they
have the investigative and other resources necessary to
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properly investigate the charges agai nst them

Qls that the way the systemis now? Do you think it
adequately provides that m ni mal defense?

ATTY GEN. RENO No. | just finished telling you, the | ast
question and the |ast answer, that there are too many
people in this country who do not have conpetent counsel to
represent themin capital cases.

Q Do you renenber the nanme of the case that you were just
tal ki ng about, where the man was in jail for 21 years?

ATTY GEN. RENO Janes Joseph Ri chardson.

Q Do you feel that -- should there be a public defender
systemthat's nmandated federally or across the states? |
nmean, how does one get this adequate representation?

ATTY GEN. RENO One of the points that we have tried to
stress is that each state should devel op a systemthat can
ensure adequate representation. | think -- and anything we
can do to support that effort, | think it is inportant.

But | think that the states bear a responsibility in terns
of prosecution to ensure that if they're going to
prosecute, they should nake sure that the person being
prosecut ed has conpetent counsel, and if the person can't
afford it, that it be provided in real terns, not just in
nane.

Q Ms. Reno, when you're westling with federal death
penalty decisions, is the issue of conpetent counsel one
that you have to consider?

And have you conme across cases where you felt defendants
had not had conpetent counsel ?

ATTY GEN. RENO W -- | have been inpressed, from what |
have seen in presentations to our capital commttee, by the
quality of the counsel being appointed by the federal

j udges.
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There are issues, and we're constantly |ooking at those to
see how we shoul d address them

Thank you.

Q Thank you.

Q Uh -- (laughter).

Yes, have a good day.
ATTY GEN. RENO Thank you.

END.
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