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.--- .- ... - .. ,.._-
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: I had hoped that Carla Hills 

would be here this morning. She's our new head of the civil 

Division, and this is a big challenge; a big job. 

As you know, our Civil Division comes in contact 

more with the other departments of the Cabinet level than 

any other division. And we get some complaints that we have 

been rather stodgy in our approach to handling their problems. 

You know, they get socked with two billion dollar suits, and 

the Justice Department handles these through the Civil 

Division. 

They don't think we've been innovative enough. 

You know, we come in and we say, well, they have no right in 

court; and we try to dismiss these procedurally. 

Well, this is becoming less and less of an answer. 



And one of the big efforts that we are going to put on here 

is to make the Civil Division a real strong division, 

because what happens if they are dissatisfied, is there is. 
I 

always ·tenden'Cy ~£or:" empir:e::. building, . as ~ y~u .. ,knQw" <I. And ~ 

their counsel, in the Labor and HEW, HUD and all of them, 

say, well, we can better handle these suits, and we don' t 

think we' re getting adequate amount of att:ention from the 

Justice Department. On'1' ·b.e:st, 4e·fense.. is to· dp. a .be:tte..r 

job. 

Or at least to convince them. -That·!:s~ why C~rla 

Hills has 'got a real big challenge in taking over Civil 

Division. 

QUESTION: Why not let those people handle those 

suits? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Well, traditionally, this 

is an area of the Justice Department. Nobody argues these 

level cases before the Supreme Court, where rrost of these 

cases are handled, except the Solicitor General. If the 

Justice Departz¥tnt abandons thiJl prime" area of representation

I think it '~would be a sorry reflection. 

And really I think·.. can do a better job, because 

many of these probl_ ariae in more than OIl. department. 

But this is a oontieFdDg thing. I ran into this 

at the stat.e level. Eve~ .....ni.tr.tor 'MDU to bring in 

more lawyers to build up hi. -.m legal section, and t~ 



proliferate the judicial community. 

An Attorney General must resist this, because it's 

one of his prime responsibilities. And, frankly, if you 

don't control it this way, pretty soon you have the 

divisions fighting in the courts between themselves. 

And that's not good. 

QUESTION: Do you have in mind a specific increase' 

in the strength -- the lawyer strength -- of the Civil Divi

sion? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes, we're short there right: 

now. She has to immediately lay on two Deputies. 

I think it's two; isn't that right? 

We're hoping that she brings in people of her 

qualifications, ~d we can -

QUESTION: But are you talking about wholesale 

increases in the number of attorneys? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Well, You've got to remember 

the Civil Division, unlike Antitrust and unlike 

Civil Rights, where we generate cases -- in other 

words, their ~. is to go out and generate cases, to bring 

caaes. The Civil Division i. more like the traditional role 
I 

of the attorney. The clients come to them. And a great nUl'llbe[ 

of additional attorneys are not going to solve any (ill' Originatf

any new' areas. I
i 
I 

What we're trying to do is to make our clients feel 



more confident. 


QUESTION: How many lawyers are there in that 


division? 


I 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: It's not a large division. 

...... 
I 

I 


I 

How many lawyers in that Civil Division, do you I 


know? I 
.

VOICE~· 
." ••••• 

A~Gund 
' 

380; 
I .... 

I 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL I In the Civil Division. 
I 


But a lot of this is pretty routine stuff, you know,1
I 


because we represent the United States" in a lot of cOllection~ 
and old claims, all kinds of stuff. I 


QUESTION: Is she the first woman Assistant A.G.? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: There's been one. other. 

VOI€.E::·:.·, ·.Bac·k : in"'. the. ',Jtaoservelt days. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: No, befor. that, back in 

the Twenties. 

But she's a,very interesting person. i •

..;.... I I 11 try to have her come here next week so you can get a 


chance. to meet her. She's goinq. through moving right 

now, sbe's qot three child~. 

A VOICEs .-our. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, Four children. And they age 

from 8 to 14, and ahe's movinq from Cali~ornia. But she can 

do the job. 

QUESTION a Could I ask you about the .Alt..on·, Illin 



case, the BNDD agents who were acquitted yesterday. One of 

them, one of the defendants has alleged that it was unfair 

prosecution, malicious prosecution by the Justice Department 

pressured by Senator Percy, -- a former member of the strike 

force, acting as a defense attorney, raised this similar 

allegation. 

Are you acquainted with the case? Have you looked 

into it? Hnve you planned to look into it to see if that was s .

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: When you have sufficient 

grounds for indictment before a grand jury, you don't look 

behind it. We get a lot of people that allege things that 

are not lawyers; but the grand jury saw fit to indict these 

people. And what flows out of that indictment is a followup. 

This is the workings of the jury system in America. 

They didri't convict, and you would have to go inside 

that jury: room to find out why. 

QUESTION: Is this going to set back the Department' 

efforts to make sure that civil rights are not violated, 

do you think? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: No. 

QUESTION: Is there a moral example set? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL I No , it will not. If anything ,M r
of our determinations is that we raise the level of 

professionalism in tbe DEA. It's a new department, they have 

got a tough job to do. They are working at it, their 



training is more intensive than it' s ever been. '

We don I t like thoa. kind of incidents, and I 'm aure I
\ 

that there will be inadvertent cases 1 but we intend to keep 

I
;I

them to It minimum. 

QUESTION: Under the law signed by the President on 1.

I 
March 16th, can the people who are allegedly the vict~ms in I 

this, the Collinsville case, sue the government, or is it 

only cases that happen after that? 	 I i
i

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: It's only cases that happen 

after that, to ~ knowledge. 

VOICE: There are still some perjury and obstruction 

of justice charges pending. 

THE ,ATrORNEY GENERAL: He says that there are other 

cases still pending as a result of these indictm,ents. So th~Jt 

it isn't closed out. 
QUESTION I The two others that haven't - 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The tort claims, which we' v 


been very anxious' to qet. goinq because of its e~fect on the 


exclusionary ~ule, will only apply to you can't qo back on 


s uch thi,~gs, .:, 

QUESTION: Will that change the .status of tnese men 


at all as far aa the drug agency is concerned? What will 


their disposition be? 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: 1 don't know. 1 haven't 

talked to Bartels on -tht.. As you know, these are·: not.· all of 

 the people involved ill this. It was a melange of local police 



and DEA people. 

Every effort is made to prevent this kind of thing. 

But it's a touqh business, and you're c;l.ealinq with hardened:~J.,
I

criminals and there are going to be mistakes. I'

Now, we think that the Tort Claims Act will at 

least try to make people whole, but you never can erase out, 

by a monetary relief, some of the distress caused by a 

mistake. 

One of the most obvious around here; of course, is 

the AT&F case here in Washing-ton. 

QUESTION: The AT&F? 

THE A'l"1'ORNEY GENERAL: The gun dealer who was shot. 

QUESTION: Oh, yes. 

QUESTION: In yesterday's indictments on the IRA, 

can you say for the record how many guns made it to the IRA? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: I don't know. I can't te11 

you that. 

QUESTION: Some of them did. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: A hundred of the quns were 

~co~red, u you know, whether aome made it or not, I don't 

know. I would guess that that will be developed in the case. 

QUESTION. I'm sorry? 

THE AT'l'ORNEY GENERALa It will probably be develope 

in the case. 

QUES'l'ION: But you cannot say right now? 



THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: I cannot say. 

QUESTION: The other day Kevin Maroney testified 

before the House Internal Security Committee, and he said ,
I 

that the FBI now has 52 full-scale investiqations under way, 

under the Internal Security laws. 

Other people tell me that these laws, you know, as 

such, as Internal Security laws, are either ineffective or in 

serious question now. Could you find out for us what these 

laws are and what authority the FBI has to carry on 

investigations of this kind? 

THE AT'1'ORNEY GENERAL: We t re going through an 

investigation here right now, that is to determine on ·the 

Attorney General's subversive orqanizations list, whether 

there should be such a list and whether it's realis~ic 

that the ones that are on that are realistic. Some of them, 

we believe, don't even exist. 

But th. one thing tnat I do want to impress on 

you: as long as we have the duty, put on by Congress, to 

protect the people from subversive activities and terrorism 

and so on, the Justice Department is going to live up to that 

re.p~n8ibility. 

We'·re just not going to say, well, it's' unrealistic 

There are people in this world who would like to see the 

overthrow of this goverftll8nt. We forget this. And we blow 

hot and cold from one generatiOll \0 the next. Ule last 



generation, we couldn't get enough investigations. This 

generation, it seems that any investigation is too much. 

aut, while it may be unpopular today, it's still 
I 

one of our responsibilities. Until we're relieved of it by 

Congress, we're going to do the best we can to know these 

organizations. 

As I said a few days ago, if there's a terroris t 

organization in existence and operating in washington, 

like to think that the FBI has a member in it. 

QUESTION: Well, do you think that the laws are 

adequate to 'permi t you to do that now? 

THE AT'I'ORNEY GENERAL: This is part of our re-

examination right now. This has been kicking around the 

Department for. some time. I wasn' t really' aware when 

I came here that this examination was going on. It kind of 

went into limbo 'during transition. We're putting it back 

on the front burner. We··.ll have answers for YO\1. 

QUESTION a Do you expect to have' a revised or new 

list to supersede the on. -- I think it was last upd~t~d in 

1955. 

THE ~T'l'ORNEY GENERAL, If we have the a~thority to 

do it. That's 
! 

pa~t of our investigation. 

. QUESTION I How soon miqh t that be completed? 

THE A'1"l'OBNEY GENERALl I don't know, I can't tell 

you. We just got atarted on it. 



QUESTION I Who is 1n charqe of it? 

THE A'l'TORNEY GENERAL: Well, obviously, the 

Criminal Division has the primary authority, but it's qoinq 
~ 

to be 	an FBI, criminal Division, Office of Leqal Counsel,· and I 
I

the Office of Criminal Justice. They will all have to work I 
together. I 

It's not an easy thinq, frankly. I 
! 

QUESTION I Is there any projection on what proport1 n 

of the named organizations on the list miqht be cut back, 

if at all, or expanded? In other words, - 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: It will depend, frankly, on 

just a realistic re'view. '!'he FBI is already involved in it, 

and thinqs chanqe. 

The ones we were worried about ten years ago differ 

from the ones today, or ~enty years aqo. The ones today 

are qenerally a new breed, the terrorist orqan1zations, anywa • 

QUESTION. I -wonder if you could elaborate a little 

bit on why a ne~ breed, and "what; are the cnaracteriaUca .of 

the new breed? 

THE A'l."l'()RNEY GENB.~: . Well, 1:erro1;iall, as we' ve 

known it in the last few year_, .~i8 ~atinq frQJ.Il different 

qroups of people. We used to be friqhtened primarily with 

the Communist-based orqanizations, that they ~ere the 

PQlitical ideology of the Co~18ts-of those days, establishe 

~e infiltration and the active participation in domestic 



orqanizations. 

With detente, and with the war in Vietnam, and, 

frankly, wi th some of the things that exploded the domino 
I ( 

1/1>/ 

theory, we've come to realize that we can withstand this type 

a little bit better than we thouqht we could. 

You know, we used to think that an ideal would 

seep in and all at once, why, we were in qreat danqer of 

overthrowing our institutions. 

Today, the worldwide trends are more towards 

terrorism, and wa see the thing th~t is happeninq in Northern 

Ireland, and we sae threats of political kidnappinq and so 

on in other parts of the world. And it comes back to us in a 

different kind of threat than it was in 1955. 

QUESTION. But one of the majQr purposes of drawi 

up that list 25 yeflrs aqo was to s,creen people cominq into 

the government, for government jobs. Do you think it would 

nave the same role if you updated, or even' created a new list 

Would it be a checklist for emplByers? 

'l'HE ATTORNEY GENERAL. No, we' re dea1inq with a 

different type of person. Obviously there's goinq to be some 

of this, but there was a -- as you know, going back to the 

McCarthy hearing_ and. 80 on -- there was a great distrust of 

~e intellectual. 

One o.f the chanqes, tha~ has come about is because 

of the Jewish intellectual who was, in those days, very 



enamored of the Communist Party, and some of these were 

Americans and soma of them were foreign instigators. 

Communism has, in many way., lost their attractiveness. 

And, as Maoism grows, a different kind of Communism, we have 

an entirely different type of person involved in it. 

I look at India as an active battleground of 

differinq 1deoloqies today. The states of Behar, of West 

Bengal, have become a battleground between Maoists and 

traditional Communists, and the Socialist, more- or less, 

establishment of India. I
India is a democracy, but it's tempered tremendOUS1~

by Socialism. It's a democracy that we don't quite under

stand, but is n.ev.T.t.halasa a democracy. 

The Naxalites of Calcutta are Maoist-oriented. 

The Communists of Calcutta are Russian.oriented. We are 

having a fiDt-class confrontation there. 

And I think on a -- while that's oriented to In~ia, 

-- you can see the same thing happening in many African 

states today, and I think it's a confrontation that is qoing 

to become even more ''apparent to Ame.rica. 

It doesn't enter into our lives today, but we can 

obaer.ve and see what's happening. It doesn't actively 

enter into our lives. 

But it's violent in India. People are killed 

every day over this confrontation. 

http:obaer.ve


QUESTION: General, at the present time -- I know 

the study isn't cQmpleted -- are you leaning towards doing 

away with the Attorney General's subversive list or 
I 

revi talizing, putting on organizations that you feel are -

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Until we get through with 

this study, I don I t want to say. We will want to study the 

basis of it, our legal respOnsibility, and the effectiveness 

And the use. 
if 

.But again I reiterate,/we have a responsibility, 

we're going to perform it. We're not 90inq to -- one thing 

that I'm determined to do here in the Justice Department is 

to stay away from national policy except where we have a 

responsibility. 

In other words, if the Congress sets out an area 

for us to fulfill, we're going to do it. And if we differ 

from that, we will tell them. But we're not going to 

change policy internally. I think that the very essence of 

police department or a cit¥ or anything else is to not be or 

assume a policy-m~in9 role. 

We are the representatives of the constituted 

government, and when they say what the law is, we perform. 

QUESTION: Is it possible that you would recommend 

new or different legislation as a result of this s~udy? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: It's possible. But I don't 

know. 



QUESTION: Could you say how recently this study 

of the list began? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Well, it originated about 
. I 

ten months 8g0, and then went into limbo. 


QUESTION: And· then --? 


THE AT'l'ORNEY GENERAL: Right now we're trying to 


pull it together, to get it back on the main line. 

QUESTION I Wasn't there a recommendation at that 

time that the list be dropped? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: If there was, it wasn't 

active... I thought it had been acted on, but nothing 

administratively was ever. done. 

QUESTION I How recently did you pick this up again 

and start 	working on it? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yesterday. 

QUESTION: Oh. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: As a re.ult of her que.tiona.

QUESTION: Good! 

[Laughter. ] 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: That's why I think the press 

infll.l8nce is good. You 'know, we've been so busy we overlooked

a lot of things. And, frankly ~ I think it I s good. One of the

reasons X want to keep meeting in meetings like this, it 

stirs you up. 

QUESTION I What c:an you tell us about the Hears t 



case? Driver's license, et cetera. Is she about to be set 

loose, or 	--? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERALz I don't know. I have no 

information except what you have. 
! 

QUESTION: What about the FBI's role there, Generai?
I 

Are they prepared to act upon her release? 	 j 
I 
i 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: I can't te11 you. I haven't[ 

had any briefing today since this development, and we all hopi 

that she is going to be returned. I 

QUESTION: Do you know -- is there any possibility 

that some sort of a deal has been made so that they would 

leave the country and she would be turned over outside the 

country? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: I don' t know of any such

deal. 

QUESTION: The wording of the message yesterday

indicated that she might be returned some place other than

the Bay area.

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: I know nothing about that.

They are dealing directly with the Hearst family, and we 

have no

QUESTION: Is the FBI satisfied with the c90 peration

they have gotten from the family? Yesterday I understand the I 

man who received the message did not show it or give it to thel

FBI. Has the FBI had trouble? 
I 



THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. I don' t want to comment on 
I 


any part of the Hearat case until this girl is recovered. I

I 


QUESTION: Any more thoughts on the crime increase I 
I 

i


since you met with the President? 

I
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Well, what we've done, we've I 


. asked for a response from the representatives of the law I 

enforcement c~mmunity as to.what they think caused this, and, I 

! 

two, how can we get back on track of lowering the crime rate. I 


And we haven't had our feedback on that yet. We gqt ~ut a 


message· day befo~ y~sterday -- or would it be Friday -- no, 


it was Monday, I guess. 


And whe~ we 'get this back and it gives us something 

to make an agenda, we're goin9 to have people in contact. 

QUESTION: Mr. Saxbe, the FBI crime figures are 

greeted with skepticism in some quarters. Do you think 

they are pretty good, are you confident in them? 'l'hat··they a e 

a true reflection, and that there actually is an increase in 

rate - 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL & All we have. 

QUESTlqN& -- ,of crime. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL I By the way, we have 220 


lawyers in the Civil Division. 


The FBI figures are no better than the reporting 

that we get from police departments. And, frankly, the only 

way that we can test these figures is the way the LEM is 



doing it, is on house-to-house investigation. in certain 

targoet areas. 

One of the difficulties is that that has to be 

trended. There are people who think that everybody on the 

street is a crook. There are people who think 

is violating their rights every day. You have 

a lot of people don't know what the elements of a crime 

are. 

How many times - just look at y~ur own mail, the 

letters to the editorl many things, especially on civil 

crime, that people think somebody should be sued or arrested 

on just don't h~go togoether. As a lawyer you run into this 

all the time. People come to your office and say, ~I want 

so-and-so sued" or ·1 want so-and-so put in jail". You 

say you can't do it. ·You don't have the elements of.a crime. 

So we have t~. temper this. Obviously, a lot of 

things that people al18qe to crime in the way of theft is 

mysterious disappearance. You know, the ring turns ~p in 

the trap of the sink a year later. We've already notified 

them that the maid stole it. 

These kind of things you have to take into 

consideration. Or the guy that takes a swing at you in the 

saloon. You say thatls v~olent action and the man ought to 

be in the peni tentiary • 

QUESTION, But that sort of thing should be happenin 



at roughly the same rate all the time. The amount of error 

in there ought to be pretty constant, and yet the figures do 

seem to zig and zag, and the component figures inside the 
I 

gross figures seem to zig and .8g. Doesn't that cause you 

any misgivings? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The misgiving is that there 

might be people who are trying to make their city look 
.I 

better by doctoring the figures. Well, we have no I 

evidence of this, and the FBI just won' t comment on it at all I 

because the;e is no way. 

QUESTION t That could work both ways, couldn't it, 

that they want to make their city look 'better, or their 

budget bigger by making the things look bad. 

THE ,A'l"l'OlmEY GENERAL: That's right. 

QUESTION t There were two things I wanted to check 0 • 

One, yo~ said a minute ago that you were going to have this 

message out to law enforcement people, get an agenda, and then 

get them. together. You're now back to your thinking of ~ast 

week that there should be some sort of a nationwide conference 

on this? 

THE AT'l'OlmEY GENERAL t If if we get enougb. feed

back that give.a us some substance. If they all write b~ck and 

say 8-11 we need is more money -- you know, if you ask the mayo : 

'What are you going to do about crime, his answer is: give 

us more money. 



If, on the other hand, we get a response from 

enough cities that say, Well, this is caused by an increase 

in the drug traffic, the demands of an expensive habit, or 
I 

this is caused by a breakdown in our court procedure, where 

our backlog is such that there is no threat or deterrent to 

the guy. If it's a different trend in social development, 

it gives us something we can get our teeth in, that we can 

talk about. 

I don't know that we will have all the people in 

in the country, that's a pretty big order. But there's no I 

use getting people in unless you've got something concrete to I 

talk about. 

QUESTION: The second thing I wanted to ask you: 

Last week we didn't focus on the very sharp apparent increase 

in the crime rate in the last three months. It was 5 percent 

. for the year, and then 16 percent in the last quarter. 

Have you gotten any feel for whether that's a 

meaningful figure, or -- and if so, what· it means? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: The only indication that we 

have is that it's directly proportional to the increase in the 

unemployment, and the group between 15 and 24. 

Now, these are the last on the job and the first off 

the job, and we also know that this is the most susceptible 

crime group. 

And if they are put on the street, with no job, and 



tremendous demands or expense, we'll learn something. We 

don't know that that's sure, but that's been the one sUggestirn 

that seems to be in ImOre police chiefs' minds than any other.;, 

QUESTION: Wasn~t there a uniform report~ng system I
j 

developed for law enforcement agencies some years ago, a,s 
1 
I suggested by the FBI? I

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Yes. 

QUESTION: . And still you're having problems in te~ 
of reporting techniques. 

18 any new reporting system under consideration 

which would sort of level off this valley. 

THE AT:foRNEY GENERAL: Well, first, this technique 


is a voluntary technique. It's no better than the figures 


that they have at the local level. Some police departments 


have good records, some have bad. Some have suggested that 

their cities do doctor the records, to look good, or to look 

bad. 

And it'. purely.voluntary. If they give us bad 


figures, there is no way that we can censor them, or no 


effective way that we can throw the figures out. 


That's part of the LEAA project, to be able 


to assess their figures, to see whether they are any good or 


not. 


QUESTION: So how valid do you think they are? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: I think that they are



qenerally honest reports by police departments. And I think 

there is a substantial amount of crime that is not reported, 

and the reasons ~that we qet from those that don't report the~

are different than the reasons they give us. 

Now, if the old man comes home and breaks the kid's

arm, the wife isn't qoinq to report it. But some quy comes 

around in confidence and shuts the front door, she will tell 

him, yeah., we have a lot of violent crime in this household, 

but we never reported ,it. We haven't reported it because we 

didn • t think the police would do anythinq. 

;Well, that isn't why she doesn't report it. She 

didn't want the old man to go to jail. Or she didn't want 

to 'get beat up- when he got out. 

N~w, this is also true of a lot. of p,ilfe~aqe, pe-tty 

c.rime. '!'he guy that runs the store knows the fellow is 

stealinq from him, but he says, w-ell, he isn't stealinq 

very much, and I can't replace him1 I'm not qoinq ~o report 

it. 

But when the investiqator comes around, he says, 

Y'eah, I know. a guy that stole two hundred dollars 

from me last month. But the police wouldn't do anythinq 

about i't.I.. can,' t -- I haven't qot time to take off to 

testify. 

So there is a qap in reportinq. But the reasons 

they qive are not alway. the riqht reasons. 



QUESTION: If there is this correlation between

a very sharp rise in the crime rate and unemployment, 


and we're now into almost the end of the next - 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: We are in the - 

QUESTION: Yes, we're in the second quarter of 


this year. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Right. 


QUESTION: Do you have any figures for the first 

quarter of this year that tell you how things are going now? 

: . THE 	 ATTORNEY GENERAL: I have no-- nothing 

concrete -- but my personal inquiry indicates that it still 

continues •. 

QUESTION: And do you think: -- are you proposing 

or suggesting to anybody that something be done about this, 

if that seems to be the thing that's causing the crime

increase?

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: Well, the social changes,

like unemployment and things like that, are beyond the

ken of the Justice Department. If it-'s social conditions,

 that's something: else. If it's something that the Justice

Department can do by more effective police work, yes, we are

going to do something about it.

We are going to re-assess our performance.

QUESTION: Well, is it your feeling that's the

answer to this, if it's an unemployment caused increase? 



THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: 11m not ready to say that I
I 

that is the answer, though. 
I 

QUESTION: Going back to an old unsolved crime, 
I ~. 

do you know whether there is still an active investigation 

going on in the Capitol bombing, or whether that's 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL t Yes, there is. 


QUESTION: It's been so long since a question has 

I 

be.en raised about that, has there been any kind of development:sI 

connected with the case? 

THE A'l'TORNEY GENERAL * As soon, as we get another 

indictment, we will do it. We have no evidence now that woul 

support an indictment. I think in time, like many other 

things, we will get some answers. 

I might add that you're going to receive this 

morning a release -- we' re talking about the wheels grinding 

slowly, but they grind infinitely fine, as you know. I was 

d~termined to have a' followup on this truck violence, the 

truck protest. And I laid it on pretty heavy to the U. S. 

Attorneys, the FBI and everybody else, that we try to follow 

up on this, and~we have gotten some indictments and pleas 

this. 

~his release this morning, a man was killed when a 

rock 'was dropped through ,the windshield. And, as you know, 

these people said they were going to bring the government to 

its knees.. This is one of continuing investigations. And 

we keep on it. 



QUESTION: General, 

QUESTION: You mean other indictments are expected 

in this area? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: What? 


QUESTION: Do you expect to have other indictments 


in this area, is that what you mean? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: We are sure working on it. 

You know, there's an atmosphere that pervades any 

protest or active strike, that they somehow can do things on 

these that they can't do any other time. And law-abiding 

citizens get swept up in this atmosphere. 

Again I point out that ,this was not a strike. 

When you have a strike you have to have an employer and a 

labor problem,-- that's our approach to i.t in this country. 

I expect that this was a protest, and some chose to protest 

by dropping a rock through the windshield, which kil~ed people 

QUESTION I Is there. an investigation of possible 

conspiracy, not involving violence directly? In other words, 

are you considering conspiracy charges,conspiring to do 

something other th,an physical harm? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERALI We are not disposing of, 

any charges. We are trying to make as thorough an investiga

tion on this as we call.. I am certainly gratified that we 

have ~0JD8 this far in this 8ho~t a time., 

And, 	~ you noticed here, two other truckers pleaded 



guilty to similar charges. 

QUESTION: Are there state charges filed against 

thecae people? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: These are -- there are 

state charqes -- there already were some State charges. 

An-d thls is a conspiracy charge. 

QUESTION: What about the conspiracy law geherally? I 

It's been widely criticized for a long time. We have it in 

the Waterq'i:f'te nOW, we have it in this case that you just 

handed us. Is there any conside-ration recommending changing 

or dropping the con.piracy law? 

THE ATToRNEY GENERAL: I have no intention of 

so. 

QUESTION: Why 'not? 

THE ATToRNEY GENERAL: Simply because this i~ one 

of the few areas where we have an'opportunity to prosecute 

people. ,And 'I think conspiracy is a crime. If we drop it, 

we would lose one o'f our greatest tools against organi~ed 

crime. 

QUESTION: Some time ago you indicated that you w 

opposed to going back into the Kent State affair, but the 

grand jury has now tndie-t'ed' a number of people in connection 

with that. Do you' have any second thoughts about your orig 

attitude'? 

THE ATWlmEY GENERAL: No, I was speaking primarily 
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of the conspiracy "approach to it. And these indictments are 


now being tried, and I think the system is at work, and I 


don't want to comment on it. 

I 


QUESTION: General, what's the status of the libel 

legislation that the President asked you all to draft? To 


protect political figures. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL: As I have said before, 

our primary involvement is trying to get ~ interpretation 

of malice. And I don't know how it's coming. I will have 

to talk to Mr. Dixon about it, he's workinq on it. Because 

this is the are. that we think should be spelled out. 

QUESTION I If we could perhaps check on it next 

week? 

THE ATTORNEY GENERALI If we've qot s'omethinq, 

sure. 

VOICE I '!'hank you, Mr. Saxbe.· . 


