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comptex class action cases that result

in significant law reform and substan-
tial recoveries, Each graotee agrees to
repay the original grant, plus intercsi. io
the cvent of asucoessful outcome. Thus
cach victory vindicates importaat legal
vights as it geaerates funding for a new
wave of critical, complex litigation,
Since 1992 The lmpact Fund has
awanled $2 miliow in geants: motc than
$345,300 has been recovered through
grant repayments

IMPACT FUND GRANTEES pursuc
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- Fnvimnieatal fustice

California Department of Human Services
# Brisce Babbin—§For six years, The Impact
Fund has sopported litigation brought by
the BAN Waste Coalition {San Francisco)
and the Committce 1o Bridge the Gap
{Los Angcles) to halt the construction of a
nuclear waste dump in Ward Valley.
Califormia. Now: in what may be the (inal
aail in the dump’s coffin. u Wishington D. C.
federal judge has rejected an aticmpt by
the proposed dump operator to force a
trans{er of land (which would be required
to opcn the facility) trom the fedcsal
governmen! to California... Californig
Community Heplth. Adiocutes a-Mast
Ameruaa Euﬂa L‘Awapawy‘- This case,

suits
challenging illegal relcasc of toxics. has

resulted in an agreement that West
American Rubber Company ot Orunge,
California, install equipment that will
reduce 10xks csnissions by 75 pasvent ...
Natural Resovrces Deferse Cowrail v U S,
Ocpariment of Energy—the Westem
States 1 2gsl Foundation, reocaly hon-
oted &t The Impuct Fund's “Winning
Against Great Odds™ reoeption tsee bick
page). helped establish a unique $6.25
million fund to support the monitoring of
nuclear coviroomemal comamination.

== Civil Rights _

Cupoto v. Bay Area Rapid Transit
Districe— Disability Rights Advocates
{Oakland) has achieved a final settle-
mcat of its successful ¢lasy action suit
against the Transit District’s failure to
comply with disability access require-
ments. In addition to multiple access
unprovements, the settlement prevides
$750.000 ip monctary relicl, including
5 years of free lare for class members ...
Proposition 187—With support from
The Impsct Fund. a coalition of civil
rights groups has enjained California’s
anti-immigrant Propositiva 187, Rades
than go:ing forward with an appeal
before the lederd) Ninth Circuit, newly
installed Governor Gray Daviz has
asked for “mediation™ of the litigation.
Stay wuned ... Keslor v. Bartu—Traci
Comstock. also honorcd at The linpici
Fund's "Winning Against Greal Odds™
receplion, has changed the way scxual
harassment is dealt with by Nchraska
courts ...Sequolo Union High School v.
Citizens Jor Lawful and Effeciive
Antendance Policies~—the Fast Palo
Alto Community f.aw Project.another
“Winning Against Great Odds™honorce,
blucked xn attempt by the Schosl
Distnct to impoe punilive and discrimi-
natory atlendance discipline policies. B

':l_mpact Fund Goes to the Supreme Court

® lopaz v. Mentersy Covmty—Voling rights cxpert Jaaquin Avila recently won his
sccond U. S. Supreine Court victory in hischalkenge to Monterey County's clection
process for munici pal judges. The high court rejected the Coumy s claim that it was
not subject to requirements of the federal Voting Righty Act thut ihe U, S, Depastment
of Jusuce “precclear'’ any clianges ia the voling process. because a state baw modified
ihve voling proccdures. On remand, aftes nipe vears of litigatian. the District Court
Goully oedered e County to comply with Use Voting Rights-Act “forthwith™,

® Reno v. Amerion-Arad lorti-Biverirination Committes——The high cout

1ssued 3 devastating reversal with. an opinion bolding that alicnscannol bring selective
groscrution claims agamst the Immigration and Naturalization Scivice. Granice Murc
Van Der Hoot (San Francisco) and co.counse! will now litigase First Amendment
claims 10 defeod thicir clicnts against deportation proceedings in this casc that has been
dragging on for ycars. ®Xolstad v. Amaricen Deantal Assecintlon —Graniee
Yablonskl, Both & Edelnian (Washingioo. D. C.) appeaed before the Supreme Court
10 dotermine the standatd for puaiti ve danwuges in emplovinens discrimination aclions
under Titlke V1] of the Civil R:ghu Act. Despite 1991 ameadments to the Act that
allowed far punitive daniages in instances of “reckless disrcgard™ of righits, the

Dastnet of Codumbue Circuit Court had imposed a stingent “egregioutneats™ ctandard
upon plaintifts secking © establish a right to such damages. ®
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