
Oregon attorney general visits town shaken by college massacre 
By Eric M. Johnson and Emily Flitter  
 
Oregon's top law enforcement officer paid a visit to the grief-stricken town of Roseburg on 
Tuesday to meet with authorities investigating last week's massacre on a community college 
campus where a gunman killed his professor and eight classmates. 
 
The trip by state Attorney General Ellen Rosenblum comes a day before Oregon state police 
planned to hold a news conference to give an update on the role played by officers who 
exchanged gunfire with the suspect before he committed suicide. 
 
Authorities initially suggested the gunman had been killed in a shootout with two Roseburg 
police officers arriving on the scene of Thursday's attack in a classroom building at Umpqua 
Community College in Roseburg. 
 
But Douglas County Sheriff John Hanlin later revealed medical examiners had determined the 
assailant, Christopher Harper-Mercer, 26, died from a self-inflicted gunshot wound.  
 
Hanlin also has said police were on the scene within five minutes of the first call for help, that 
they reported confronting the gunman two minutes later, and that their exchange of gunfire had 
"neutralized" the suspect. 
  
Authorities have disclosed few details about the circumstances of the rampage itself. And they 
have revealed little of what they know about the motives driving Harper-Mercer - by all accounts 
a troubled, socially awkward loner with a passion for guns - to carry out the deadliest U.S. mass 
shooting in two years, and the bloodiest in modern Oregon history. 
 
According to survivors' accounts, the suspect stormed into his introductory writing class to shoot 
his professor, then began gunning down cowering classmates one at a time as he questioned them 
about their religion. 
 
Parents of two survivors revealed over the weekend that the assailant had handed an envelope 
containing a flash-drive to one of the male students in the class, whose life the suspect 
deliberately spared.  
  
In addition to the nine people slain, nine others were wounded in the hail of gunfire. 
 
One, Chris Mintz, 30, a U.S. Army combat veteran who served in Iraq, was credited with likely 
saving lives when he confronted the gunman outside another classroom before police arrived, 
drawing fire that left him with seven bullet wounds and two broken legs, according to his former 
girlfriend. 
  
Rosenblum, a Democrat and former federal prosecutor who became the first woman elected 
Oregon attorney general in 2012, visited Roseburg at the invitation of District Attorney Rick 
Wesenberg.  
 
Democratic President Barack Obama, who spoke out forcefully in favor of stricter gun control 
measures after the massacre, plans to visit Roseburg on Friday to meet privately with families of 
the victims, the White House said this week. 
 



Roseburg Mayor Larry Rich, a Republican and self-described supporter of gun rights in the 
former timber community 180 miles (300 km) south of Portland, said he welcomed the 
Democratic president to visit when the White House called on Monday to ask whether Obama 
should make the trip. 
 
“I am heartbroken by the magnitude of today’s event at Umpqua Community College in 
Roseburg, Oregon. In Oregon, we are a family, and today is unspeakably difficult. Our hearts go 
out to all of the families affected by another senseless gun tragedy. As always, Oregon’s first 
responders, medical community and law enforcement have stepped up without hesitation to 
assist. The Oregon Department of Justice will provide any additional resources that we can. I 
have members of my Criminal Justice and Crime Victims’ Services divisions on the scene 
offering assistance to law enforcement, students and families.” 
 
Judge blocks drilling rules on federal land 
Lawsuit to stop rules brought by Utes, 4 states 
 
By MEAD GRUVER 
Associated Press  
 
CHEYENNE, Wyo. – A judge on Wednesday blocked new nationwide regulations for drilling 
on federal lands from taking effect while a lawsuit moves ahead, pointing to a law that prohibits 
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency from regulating hydraulic fracturing. 
 
Just because the EPA lacks authority to regulate fracking doesn’t mean the U.S. Bureau of Land 
Management has leeway to do so, U.S. District Judge Scott Skavdahl wrote. “In the absence of a 
statute conferring authority, an administrative agency has none,” he wrote. 
 
The preliminary injunction means the already postponed rules on oil and gas drilling might not 
take effect for years, if at all. Skavdahl found the rules’ opponents likely will prevail on the 
merits of their arguments. 
 
The Bureau of Land Management announced the rules in March. Areas covered include fracking 
– the process of cracking open oil-and gas-bearing rock with a mix of pressurized water, sand 
and chemicals – and pressure-testing well bores to make sure they won’t leak. 
 
Petroleum developers would be required to disclose to regulators the ingredients in the chemical 
products they use to improve the results of fracking. 
 
Two petroleum industry groups, the Ute Tribe and four states – Wyoming, Colorado, Utah and 
North Dakota – seek to block the rules, saying they duplicate state regulations and would cost 
jobs. Environmentalists siding with the government say they would protect water, land and 
wildlife. 
Skavdahl temporarily barred the rules hours before they were set to take effect in June, saying he 
wanted federal attorneys to submit more information about how the Bureau of Land 
Management developed them. The Western Energy Alliance and the Independent Petroleum 
Association of America welcomed the latest order in their favor. 
 
“Vague notions of public concern are not a sufficient basis to impose centralized federal control. 
BLM provided no evidence that its rule is necessary or that state regulation is not already 
protecting the environment,” alliance Vice President Kathleen Sgamma said in a release. 
 



The Interior Department will continue to process drilling permits under existing regulations 
while it consults with the Justice Department on the court order, Interior spokeswoman Emily 
Beyer said. 
 
Key to Skavdahl’s order was the 2005 Energy Policy Act, which put regulation of fracking 
beyond the purview of the EPA. No other federal agency has undertaken fracking regulation 
since then. “It is hard to analytically conclude or infer that having expressly removed the 
regulatory authority from EPA, Congress intended to vest it in the BLM,” Skavdahl wrote. 
 
“The BLM’s Rule is another example of federal regulatory overreach with federal authorities 
attempting to exercise authority they do not have. It is important that regulation of fracking is 
conducted at the state level rather than a ‘one size fits all’ federal scheme,” said Stenehjem. “It is 
significant that the court noted the states are likely to succeed on the merits when the lawsuit is 
concluded,” said Stenehjem. 
 
AG Caldwell: Landmark $6.8 Billion Settlement with BP Finalized   
 
Oil company to reimburse Louisiana for all expenses, including attorneys' fees and litigation 
costs 
 
Attorney General James D. “Buddy” Caldwell announced today that court documents have been 
filed formalizing the state’s landmark agreement with BP, clearing the way for Louisiana to 
begin receiving billions of dollars for coastal restoration and economic recovery. 
 
 With the filing of a Consent Decree in U.S. District Court in New Orleans, BP has agreed to pay 
more than $6.8 billion to the state in addition to the $2 billion Louisiana has already received 
from the oil company following the April 2010 Deepwater Horizon disaster. The Consent Decree 
reflects the terms of an agreement in principle announced by the federal government, five Gulf 
Coast states and BP in early July. 
 
 The agreement stipulates that BP will reimburse Louisiana for all of its expenses, including 
attorneys' fees and all litigation costs. That reimbursement is in addition to Louisiana’s 
settlement amounts.  
 
“Today’s court filings represent the culmination of more than five years of demanding and 
exhaustive work to hold BP accountable for the economic and environmental damage caused by 
the Deepwater Horizon spill,” Attorney General Caldwell said. “This settlement is the largest 
environmental settlement in history, and I am extremely proud to have led Louisiana’s litigation 
efforts. With this recovery, we can move forward to begin rebuilding our coast and repairing the 
damage caused by this spill rather than dealing with the uncertainty and delays of trial and 
appeals.” 
 
 “I am especially pleased that we have a firm commitment from BP that all of Louisiana’s costs, 
including litigation expenses and attorneys' fees, will be paid by BP. No part of Louisiana’s 
recovery will be used to fund any of these reimbursements. Therefore, this entire case was 
handled on behalf of Louisiana at absolutely no cost to taxpayers,” Caldwell said. 
 
 Caldwell congratulated his staff and attorneys for working hard to help bring the entire case to 
conclusion much sooner than anyone believed would be possible. 
 
 The Consent Decree filed today is subject to court approval following a public comment period. 
Also filed today were the Programmatic Damage Assessment and Restoration Plan 



(DARP)/Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS); an Economic Damage 
Settlement Agreement; and a court order regarding attorneys' fees and costs. 
 
 The DARP/PIES describes the impacts from the spill on habitats and wildlife and the restoration 
projects that state and federal trustees plan to implement to restore those injured resources. It 
reflects much of the work completed in the Natural Resources Damage Assessment (NRDA) that 
was developed immediately following the oil spill. 
 
 The Economic Damage Settlement Agreement specifies the amounts of money the states and 
federal government will receive for their economic damages claims. 
 
 As stated in July, Louisiana will receive $5 billion for natural resources damages; $1 billion for 
economic damages; and at least $787 million for civil penalties under the Clean Water Act.  
 
 In addition, Louisiana has previously recovered more than $2 billion through agreements and 
grants with BP and other defendants, making the state’s total recovery more than $8.8 billion. 
 
Texas, Gulf States and Federal Government Announce Settlement with BP 
over Deepwater Horizon Spill 
Monday, October 5, 2015 – Austin, Texas  
 
Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton today announced that Texas, together with four states and 
the federal government, had reached a settlement with BP that fully resolves all remaining 
government claims against the company resulting from the 2010 Deepwater Horizon disaster. 
Texas’ share of today’s announced settlement totals more than $800 million in money and 
restoration projects. Combined with money from previous settlements, Texas will ultimately 
receive more than $1 billion to help restore Texas’ gulf resources. 
 
“The disaster of Deepwater Horizon was a tragedy that touched people’s lives all along the Gulf 
Coast, from those who love its natural beauty and wildlife, to those who make their living from 
the water,” Attorney General Ken Paxton said. “This agreement will help restore our natural 
resources and strengthen the communities that rely on them. Texas as a whole will benefit from 
this settlement.” 
 
On April 20, 2010, explosions and fires destroyed the Mobile Offshore Drilling Rig (“MODU”) 
Deepwater Horizon at the site of the Macondo Well, approximately 50 miles from the 
Mississippi River delta. Eleven people aboard the rig lost their lives; many others were injured. 
Oil from the Macondo Well flowed into the Gulf of Mexico for months. Oil from the well 
entered into Texas territorial waters and upon its coastline, causing harm to the coastal area, the 
estuarine environment and native species, both within Texas waters and migrating to and from 
Texas waters. 
 
The state of Texas filed a lawsuit against BP Exploration & Production Inc. (“BPXP”), the 
company that owned and operated the Macondo Well, and associated companies. The lawsuit 
alleged violations of federal and state law, including the Texas Water Code and the Texas 
Natural Resources Code. 
 
The lawsuit against BPXP and associated companies is to be settled by a Consent Decree in the 
U.S. District Court, a related Economic Claims Settlement Agreement, and an agreed dismissal 
of all remaining claims. 
 



The proposed Consent Decree provides for (1) the payment of civil penalties under the federal 
Clean Water Act, of which at least $430 million is expected to be directed to projects in Texas in 
accordance with the Resources and Ecosystems Sustainability, Tourist Opportunities, and 
Revived Economies of the Gulf Coast States (“RESTORE”) Act; (2) restoration of injured and 
damaged natural resources, with approximately $238 million directed to projects in Texas; (3) 
guarantees of payment by BPXP’s parent companies; (4) injunctive relief, and (5) other matters. 
Restoration of damaged natural resources will be done according to a final restoration plan 
developed by the Deepwater Horizon Oil Spill Trustees Council, composed of the five gulf states 
and federal Natural Resource Trustees, pursuant to applicable law and regulations. 
 
In addition to the restoration projects, a proposed Economic Claims Settlement Agreement 
provides for the payment of $150 million to Texas. A separate order provides for the payment of 
$1 million in attorneys’ fees. Attorney General Paxton will publish formal notice of the entire 
settlement in the Texas Register and consider public comment for 30 days before deciding 
whether to accept the proposed settlement. 
 
This is the third in a series of settlements with companies involved in the Deepwater Horizon 
disaster. In 2012 the State settled with MOEX Offshore 2007 LLC, a working interest owner in 
the Macondo Well, for $3.25 million in penalties and another $3.25 million in environmental 
restoration projects in Texas. Currently, the State is also considering a settlement offer with 
Transocean Offshore Deepwater Drilling, Inc., under which the State would recover $2 million 
in economic damages. 
 
 
United States Supreme Court Accepts Alaskan’s Case Opposing Federal 
Regulatory Overreach 
 
October 2, 2015 
 
(Juneau, AK) – The Department of Law is pleased that the United States Supreme Court agreed 
to hear Sturgeon v. Masica, et al., a case in which Alaska filed an amicus brief asking the Court 
to take a stand against federal regulatory overreach. The Court will now consider whether 
Section 103(c) of the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act of 1980 (ANILCA) 
prohibits the National Park Service from exercising regulatory control over State, Native 
Corporation, and private Alaska land physically located within the boundaries of the National 
Park System.  
 
“This case raises a question of exceptional importance to the State, Native Corporations, and the 
people of Alaska,” said Attorney General Craig Richards. “The right to regulate and manage 
Alaska’s resources is an essential component of Alaska’s sovereignty, and Alaska has a 
compelling interest in preserving our right to manage our state’s resources free from unchecked 
federal control.” 
 
The case considers whether ANILCA permits the federal government to exercise broad 
regulation over nonfederal lands and waters in Alaska. In 2007, armed National Park Service 
officials barred John Sturgeon from using his hovercraft within the Yukon-Charley Rivers 
National Preserve while he was traveling on the Nation River to access moose hunting grounds 
outside the Preserve. The National Park Service claimed that it had extensive authority to 
regulate activities—even to prevent Alaskan citizens from freely traveling on state owned lands 
and navigable waters. Sturgeon sued, arguing that the Park Service’s actions violated the 
language and intent of ANILCA, which explicitly limits the scope of federal regulation inside 



Alaska’s National Parks. Last fall, in a decision giving the National Park Service unprecedented 
regulatory authority, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals ruled that ANILCA gives the federal 
government broad ability to regulate non-federal lands and waters. 
 
The Department of Law, as well as a number of Native Corporations, filed amicus briefs, or 
“friend of the court” briefs, on behalf of Mr. Sturgeon and urged the Supreme Court to take up 
the case. The State argued that Alaska had a long and proud tradition of managing its resources, 
and that ANILCA endorsed Alaska’s sovereign right to continue to do so. Alaska asked that the 
Court accept the case in order to preserve Alaska’s sovereignty and protect the many Alaskans 
who rely on the State’s rich resources. 
 
Attorney General Richards explained “The federal government’s effort to expand its authority in 
Alaska has been an ongoing concern since statehood. We are hopeful that in accepting this case 
among the thousands of petitions presented, the Court has indicated its willingness to curb 
federal overreach and vindicate Alaska’s important interests in this issue. We remain optimistic 
that the Court will reverse the Ninth Circuit’s decision, reinstate Alaska’s sovereign right to 
manage nonfederal lands, and give meaning to ANILCA’s assurances.”  
 
The State intends to submit an additional amicus brief in support of Mr. Sturgeon to the Supreme 
Court, which will likely hear oral arguments in the case in January or February. For more 
information please contact Janell Hafner at (907) 465-3600 or Ruth Botstein at (907) 269-5100. 
 
$1.5 Million Grant Awarded to Combat Human Trafficking in New Mexico; 
DOJ Grant Will Expand Ongoing Efforts by the Attorney General 
 
Las Cruces, NM - As part of his commitment to combat human trafficking, New Mexico 
Attorney General Hector Balderas announced today the award of $1.5 million in federal grant 
funding to combat human trafficking in New Mexico. The collaborative grants will fund efforts 
across New Mexico to fight human trafficking, provide services for victims and expand research. 
New Mexico is one of 16 sites selected for an anti-trafficking task force award, receiving $1.5 
million to support law enforcement efforts and victims' services for the next three years.  
 
“Human trafficking, modern-day slavery, is not someone else’s problem; it’s happening across 
New Mexico, in our communities and in our neighborhoods. The callous disregard of traffickers 
for the lives of their victims is a tragedy and we cannot delay in acting to end it,” said New 
Mexico Attorney General Hector Balderas. “My office is committed to cracking down on violent 
offenders in New Mexico and on criminals who prey on our most vulnerable citizens.”  
 
Loretta Lynch, Attorney General of the United States, made the following remarks announcing 
the grant awards, “I am pleased to announce that the Department of Justice is expanding our 
support by awarding $44 million in grant funding to combat human trafficking. These grants – 
administered by the Office of Justice Programs’ Bureau of Justice Assistance, the Office of 
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, the Office for Victims of Crime and the National 
Institute of Justice – will fund efforts across the country to fight human trafficking, to provide 
services for survivors and to expand research going forward. The grants include nearly $23 
million as part of a DOJ initiative called the Enhanced Collaborative Model, which is designed to 
bring together law enforcement and victims’ services providers to address human trafficking in a 
comprehensive way.” 
 
For more information on the Department of Justice grant, 
visit http://ojp.gov/ovc/grants/pdftxt/FY15_ECM_Competitive_Solicitation-508.pdf. 

http://ojp.gov/ovc/grants/pdftxt/FY15_ECM_Competitive_Solicitation-508.pdf


AG Healey Files Brief in Appeals Court Regarding Lawsuit Against 
Backpage.com  
 
BOSTON – Attorney General Maura Healey filed an amicus brief pdf format of Backpage 
Amicus 10-05-15  with the U.S. Court of Appeals for the First Circuit urging the court to reverse 
a district court decision dismissing a case filed by human trafficking victims against 
Backpage.com. 
 
The case, Doe v. Backpage.com LLC, was filed by three women who allege that they were sold 
for sex on Backpage.com when they were as young as 15 years old. The plaintiffs allege that 
they were recruited by sex traffickers, advertised on the website, and then repeatedly sold for sex 
in various locations across Massachusetts. 
 
“Human trafficking is a form of criminal enterprise in which women and girls in particular, but 
also men and boys, are exploited for labor and commercial sex. It is a widespread and urgent 
problem in Massachusetts and throughout the country,” AG Healey’s brief explains. 
 
AG Healey has vowed to make fighting human trafficking and providing victims with the 
services they need a priority of the office. The AG’s Office has a dedicated Human Trafficking 
Division that handles criminal prosecutions and has charged 21 individuals in connection with 
human trafficking to date.   
 
The Attorney General’s Office has been aggressive in its efforts to tackle the problem of human 
trafficking and led efforts to pass comprehensive human trafficking legislation in 2011. The law 
mandated an interagency task force made up of 19 organizations, including human trafficking 
survivors, law enforcement, victim services advocates, academia, and state agencies, which made 
recommendations to the Legislature in August 2013. To further the work of the task force, the 
AG’s Office has continued to work with specialized teams focused on implementation of the 
recommendations made in the report. 
 
This matter was handled by Genevieve Nadeau, Deputy Chief of AG Healey’s Civil Rights 
Division. 
 
Miller, State Attorneys General Urge Phusion LLC to Lower Four Loko 
Alcohol Content 
 
Consuming one can of flavored malt beverage constitutes binge drinking episode by CDC 
standards 
 
(DES MOINES, Iowa) Attorney General Tom Miller joined attorneys general in 15 states, plus 
the District of Columbia, in calling on the maker of flavored malt beverage Four Loko to lower 
the product’s high alcohol content. 
 
Miller and the attorneys general this week sent a letter to Chicago-based beverage company 
Phusion Projects LLC and its officers, expressing concerns over the product’s alcohol content. 
 
“Phusion is marketing a product that puts people at risk simply through its high alcohol content,” 
Miller said. “We are calling on the company to lower Four Loko’s alcohol content to the industry 
standard of eight percent alcohol by volume.” 
 



With a 12% alcohol concentration in a 23.5 ounce container, one can of Four Loko contains 4.7 
servings of alcohol. Based on Centers for Disease Control (CDC) standards, drinking just one 
can of Four Loko constitutes a binge drinking episode. The CDC defines binge drinking as men 
drinking five and women drinking four or more alcohol servings in about two hours. 
 
Last year, Miller and 19 other attorneys general reached a settlement with Phusion to resolve 
allegations that the company marketed and sold Four Loko in violation of consumer protection 
and trade practice statutes by promoting the alcoholic beverage to minors. Attorneys general also 
alleged that Phusion promoted dangerous and excessive consumption of the product, promoted 
the misuse of alcohol, and failed to disclose to consumers the effects and consequences of 
drinking alcoholic beverages combined with caffeine. 
 
In 2010 Phusion removed caffeine from Four Loko after the U.S. Food and Drug Administration 
warned four companies, including Phusion, that caffeine added to their malt alcoholic beverages 
was an “unsafe food additive” and threatened further legal action. 
 
Colorado proposes stricter rules on pesticides for growing pot 
 
New rule would limit industry's choice of pesticides to only those already allowed for use on 
food for human consumption. 
 
By David Migoya and Ricardo Baca 
The Denver Post 
 
State regulators have proposed rules that would further restrict which pesticides can be used to 
grow marijuana to those that are least harmful and already are allowed on crops intended for 
human consumption and tobacco. 
 
The draft rules mark the state's latest effort in a process that began about two years ago but has 
dragged on amid industry pressure and lack of guidance from the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency.  
 
Currently, the state allows more than 200 pesticides on marijuana, but the new rules would pare 
it to about 75, officials say, although more can be added. 
 
The proposal would limit allowable pesticides to those so nontoxic they do not need to be 
registered with the federal government or those so safe to use that no residue level needs to be 
determined. 
 
The rules were proposed last week, and marijuana industry representatives said Monday they are 
reviewing them. 
 
"The licensed marijuana industry and the state of Colorado are all stuck in the same dilemma in 
that pesticide regulations are controlled by federal law, and the federal government refuses to 
provide guidance," said Michael Elliott, executive director of the Marijuana Industry Group. 
 
But one business owner said the new rule would cause problems. The proposal would "take away 
half of the products I use now," said Rob Jany, chief cultivation officer at Tru Cannabis in 
Denver, "and I face losing my crop no matter what I use. 
 



"This will be a problem for the next 10 years until the EPA wakes up and properly tests 
everything," Jany said. "We're all trying to wiggle our way around this so as not to get into 
trouble." 
 
No date has been set for public hearings, but the state Department of Agriculture has said it could 
be as early as December or January. 
 
If passed, the suggested rules would be a marked change in how the state has treated pesticides 
on cannabis for the past two years, which has been to allow those whose warning labels are so 
broadly written it would not be a violation to use them. That included a number of pesticides 
with tolerance limits established 


