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It is a great pleaswe to appear tefore the distinguished
representatives of the Council of State Governments gathered at the
National Cepital to consider - among other important matters - more
effective cooperation in the control of crime, The provlem of the con-
trol of ¢rime is one of ithe most vital with which we as & nation have
to deel., Unless our homes, our families and our perscns are secure,
unless the business of the nation can be carried on without the deprsda-
tions of racketeers and other criminal parasites, all of cur efforts to
deal with great social and economic problems will rest upon a treccherous
and insecure foundation,

In the field of crime control the word "cooperation™ is often
on our lips, bEt sometimes we are apt te forget the reason for this being
sc. When the Federal Govermment in 1934 decided that the time hed cone,
in view of a menscing crime condition, to assume responsibilities theretofore
not acknowledged on an adequate scale, we kept in mind existing Constitu~
ticnal compulsions, the complex structure of our form cf Government and the
practical difficulties of what I might term our continental geographical
situation,

The Federal Government sought to deal witﬁ erime in its interstate
aspects. we have resisted, and we shall resist, all attempts fo bring
the Department of Justice into the sphere of State or locel criminsl
activities. We have sought to develop in the Department a structure and

e technigue predicated upon cooperation with State and local agencies



. -0
toward the accomplishment of our c¢ommon aim - the progressive control of
crime 1n the United States,

I will cite & single example of how this has been done. On
Jenuary 29, 1935, the Department of Justice inaugurated a Police Training
School under the guldance of Mr. John Edgar Hoover, Director of the Federal
Bursau of Investigation. There was thus provided = new means of cooperaticn
in the fisld of detegtion end apprehension of crime, At the time this scheol
was opened, I sa2ild thet through its cperaticns the Depertment of Justice
expscted both to teach and to lsarn, The result of our experience has proved
the correctness 6f that observaticn, At the first session of the schocl
there were in atiendance twenty-three representatives of State police agencies,
local police departments and other law enforcement groups. For twelve weeks
these police officers were given a ccurse of instruction covering the brosd
field ef law enforcement, including subjects scilentific and technical in
nature not only in the field »f investigetion but alsc in fingerprint
identification, crime statisties, firearms training, enforcement and regu-
latcry procedure and police administration and organization, All techniques
developsd in the Federal Bureau of Investigation were placed at their dis-
posal.

A 1ittle more then a week ago the fourth session of this sgchool
began with thirty-fcur peclice officers in attendance. Eighty-one officers
have graduated from the three preceding sessinns and are today engaged
in instructing the other membsrs of their local departments which, I might
mention, have a total personnel of 52,895 police qfficers. The population

within the Jjurisdiction of these departments is more than 66,000,000,
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The cffectivencss of this training has booen dus, in ne small
degree, %o the selcction by those in charge of local departments of representa-
tives able to assimilate the instruction c¢ffered and then tuke bnck to
their own citics and townes the information and the technigues lecrncd ab
our school. On cur part, the Department of Justice has derived great benefit
from its contacts with these Stote and local officers, of vhose problems and
whose difficulties we have a nev ond more accurate understonding. I cite
this experience as an encouraging excmple of what can be done, in o conerete
arca, to bring abeout the sort of cooperation which all of us desirc.

But ccoperation between the Federal Goverrmment, on the one side,
and the 48 States, on the other, is but a part of the process, and it might
even be considered the simpler part. What is of egual importance, and what
is meore difficult to achieve, is cocoperation ameong the Govermments of the
43 States and, within each State, between the State Gouvernment and local
jurisdictions. But here slsc great progress is being made. The National
Conference of Cormissioners on Uniform Stete Laws has been engaged in pre-
paring and sponsoring reciprecal legislation having to 4o with the adimin-
istration of criminal justice. The American Law Irstitute, with its Code
of Criminal Procedure recommended for adoption in 1930, has made zn im-
portant contribution., Its offer to prepare another Code, zoverning the
whole field of criminal law and its administration, is one tha% should have
our ardent support. Tollowing the enactment in 1934 of Congressional consent
to compacts between the States for the purpese of controlling crime, there
was established an Interstate Commission on Crime vwhich contains in its member-
ship an official repriesentative of each State. Here again a number of nwoasures

have been recommendcd t0 tighten up and to facilitate the administration of
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qustice in the criminal field. Not the least evidence of how the luaven of
B

s is working are the numerous State and regional conferences that have
progres
&

'Eeen neld in all parts of the United States, some of them organized on a
épefmanent basis, and all of them straining towerd a serics of objectives do-
;signed to Lring about the kind of law enforcement essential to the welfarc of
zéur people. A more effoctive and wider exchange of criminal infornation,
’interstate supervision- of parolecs and probationers, the simplification of o¢x-
tradition, the facilitation of close, or "hot", pursuit of criminals from one
state to another - thesc arc some of the projects cngaging the atiention of
those responsible for lsadership in this inspiring enterprise. And I night
éention that in the current Survey of Relcase Proccdures, now being made under
the auspices of the Department of Justice, I have been impressed vwith the
cordial reception and unstinted assistance offerod w in the various State and
local jurisdictions into which our search for facts has carried us.

In short, the movenent for a uniried, integrated, consistent and
effec;ive aédministration of criminal justice is making real strides. And while
we shall meet with obstacles and make mistakes in this cmpirical process of
sccormodating modern law enforcenent to the exigenties of our canplex scheme of
Government, we can feel confident that the principles of our approach ars
sound.

This, we all realize, is a long-range program. It must dopend for
its results upon the usce of mwaterials and procedurcs that are at hand, and

upon wWhich we must build w

1th all the intelligence and devotion that we arc

able to cormand. lutual understanding of our rospective problems and carcful



pProgross in the light of that vndersionding, are of the cssonec. I Tor one
-m plcased and reassufcd vacen [ reflect that we have not adopted the tach-
nigquc of thc spuctacular, which is also so often the ovancscent. The vork is
scrictimes slov, but it is sure and sound.

Public opinion is alive teo what we arve doing. It avaits results.
It is beginning to realize that thero is no nagic fernula for the sclution of
the problem of c¢rimc. It cxnocts cach of us in his own field, and cach main-
taining coopcrative contact with the others, to contribute to our common

DUTPOSE.,



