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One death resulted. There was indiscriminate firing, there

3

v

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I've got no statement this
morning. If there's any questions.

QgséI;ON: Would you comment on what.Mr. Hushen
had to say in his speech at Milwagkee?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Yes, This causes us
cpnsiderable concern, because, as you know we're trving to do
everytiiing possible to increase citizen participation, and
it comes down fo the deéree of crime. I don't tﬁiﬂk anybbdy'
would sugiest that if a?man observe§ a murder, no matter what
Tole he's in, that he cap't just say, well, I'm a newsman, I

can't bc a witness on this. |
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Now, if they set a newsman up, or if a policeman
2dopts the pcse of a newsman, with a camera and with a card,
and whatever it takes, I think you raise a serious guestion. |

Theré's a growing concern that the alleged crimes at

Wounded Knee were not crimes, they were political crires.
‘ A : |

t

Here we have an occupation of a town, the town was

- [
destroyed, there's certainly vioclation of all kinds of laws :

L -
there, from illegal firearms to occupation of people's homes.’
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~either to testify or to assist,

.4 ‘
were all kinds of ci:cumsténces that would substantiate our
allegation of criminality.

' .

And I think Mr. Gallagher would be hard put to

N

. maintain the attitude that because the man is a newsman, that
he has no responsibility as a citizen,

: The fact was, the'bést ipformation that- I have,
he had not been sént in there as an informer, that when he

" came back he was quésiioned only .as to who was tﬁeie, what
was said; facts that were essentigl to law enforcenment
people, - | .. | f |

The police and the courts cannot singlehandedly
control crime in this country. | ‘

The only place that I know where the police énd the
courts éontrol crime is in tﬁtalitarian countries, a police
state. |

We .don't want that., We must«ha§g citizen - %
participation.

There_wgé a.time not too many vears ago--I;m talkiné~
abqut a hundred years agé—-bﬁt-when the citizens perforﬁed ‘

the duties of the police, the hué{and tﬁe cry. They
apprehended the people, presented them to the authorities.
| Now, to turn that aroun& and say, Well, we're

innocent, we're just bystanders,.we have no responsibility

You may wonder why we honored the TV man fronm
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Memphis. We honored him because the man was trying to kill a’

i

policeﬁan, and_ﬁe intervened. And we think that's the kind o%
citizen participation'that has to be encouraged,

We didn't honor him because he was a newsman and
did this, If it had been any other citizen that could have
prevented them running over this policeman, we would have
been happy to have honored him. And we loék for thoée kind I
of people, ‘

But this man, being a newsman, didn't say well, I
just let him run over the policeman, becaﬁse I'm going to
wash my hands of it,

QUESTION: On another topic, General, have you had
any conversation, ;ince we met last week, with Mr, Jaworski?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No.

. QUESTION: Have you received your report yet from
Mr. Petersen on GOINTELPRO. - ‘ \

-ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No, and he now says he's

not ready to present it and it will be two weeks.

QUESTION: Two more weeks?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: TWo more weeks,

QUESTION: May I ask you a question about ==

ATTORNEY GENEZRAL SAXBE: I thought it would be

ready this week.

QUESTION: May I ask you a questioh about the

preparation of that report., 1I'm familiar with at least one



part of it, and I'm a little bit concerned to note that it

1
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i is not == that‘gr. Petersen is not really conducting an

l
3%  investigation through primary sources that, in essence, various

|
4| persons of the Bureau are writing reports addressed to hinm,

1
I

i

5 recounting how the program operated. I don't doubt for a:
G moment that the employees of the Bureau are doing their best
7 job in trying to tell it as they see it.

8 . ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Unh-hunh.

N ' QUESTION: But, nonetheless, not many people,

10 certainly neither reporters nor FBI agents, like to deal

11 off from secondary sources; they like to deal with piimary

15 sources. .

12 Do you think that's the proper way to be assembling

14| that report?

Y ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I don't know. that he is

. j3|; assembling it that way. I*haven't discussed it with him,
17, this is the first I've heard. But I think that he's a

15| competent man, he knows what I want, and 1'11 wait until I

’ 11l see it.

sl “ QUESTION: I mean, is he instructed to go to primary’

1

sources, like Director Hoover's memos, and so on, of that era?.

[l
1

oo I ~ ATTORNEY GEMERAL SAXBE:. He's instructed to

. ! determine what happened under that program.

ay QUESTION: I mean, he's just not going to take the

,ﬁ Bureau's word for it, how they operated the program and so on?

.
3
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' that I don't know, either.

. difference between a guy who makes certain arrangements to get

7

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I can't say the methods

that he's using; I'll wait until I see it.
. Y

QUESTION: Well, when that report comes in, in

addition to whatever portions, if not all of it, that you

furnish to us, may we know a little bit on how it was
prepared?
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: When I find out. But I
. ;
just don't think that Henry Petersen is preparing a whitewashj
' QUESTION: . I didn't Suggest:that.' ‘
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Yes, =

QUESTION: General, can I go back to Hushen and the
Indians?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Sure.

QUESTION: I suppose it would be better to wai£
till he were here, but you probably know: did you or did he,

in taking that position, talk with any newsmen who had ever

had to cover anything like Wounded Knee ==

ATTORNEY. GENERAL SAXBE: I don't know ==

B e

‘QUESTION: ~- on the first hand, acquainted with .

te necessities, what one has to go through to get in and to

get -out?

ATTORNEY GENERAL'SAXBE: No. And this is something

And I'll admit that there is a

. in, and one who is just an observer. And this I don't know.



8

1 QUESTION: Well, the other part to that question:

2

Didn't the questioning of Mone in that situation violate the;
¢ ' i

3¢ current Justice”pepartment guidelines, that is, as I understand

Y o9

it, you have to seek the Attorney General's permission to

5 even question a newsman concerning an event.,

6 ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I don't think that == I |

-1

don't think that that would be appropriate at this time,
8|l We're talking about firsthand reports, on the spot. When was

9 that policy adopted?

s v u—— N

10 - QUESTION: Under Richardson.
1 » . ATTORMEY GENERAL SAXBE: When was Wounded Knee?
ig _ QUESTION: It was prior to -~ it was never clear to

131l me how much further Richardson's guidelines went than what

14|| Attorney General Mitchell had announced at the ABA in the

15| Summer of -~ whatever that was -- '70, I guess, i
!
16 I don't know that there was a substantial difference

N " - |

18] ATTORNEY GENZPRAL SAXBE: What -- as I sav, I don’; ‘

1 want to talk teco much about this particular ipcident, becauseg

ol I don't know those conditions on which you went in there.

But generally what alarms me is that if left to the police

and the courts, we're not going to be able to handlé crime in :
this country,
It has to be popularlymsupported by the people, or‘.

i’ €else the bill is going to increase every year, and the
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effectiveness is going to decrease, And this is one of the
alarming outcomgs that could come from our recent survey,
indicating an increase in crime, and on the actual reports

of the last quarter, which indicate in some areas an -actual

increase,

wa, if we want to control crime, any society, it

has to be a determined effort. I}think,I know hew to
control crime. I believe that the only way that you éontrol
crime and déter criminal aciivities i§ to apprehend and
prosecute people, '

Now, we've gotten to be a very soft society, and

we don;t like toyput people in jail. We have =- a lot of
people have come té the conclusion that'if yéu can't correct
people by putting them.in jail, they shouldn't be put in
jail at.all; because correction is the only reason to put

people in jail.

Now, we've gcne the trip on calling the prisons
;' correctional institutions. Well, that theory 5ust hasn't
worked very well, Because if you pursue it, you say, wgll. ;
this murder can’t be corrected, he is Q bad person ~-- and ;
there are some bad persons. And'this is scmething that, againi
we seem unwilling to recognize. .
So we say this man is.a bad person, he has no | -

desire to be corrected. Therefore, we're wasting the state's |

money by sending him to an institution, which is gecing to do
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! him no good.

2k Well, this is the softest kind of thing. I think

! thatApunishment”has a place, and if you catch people and you

prosecute them and yéu punish them, it is a deterrent to-
crime,

Now, I don't want to go back to whipping or as they
do in some countries, they cut off their hand for stealing,
or put out their.eye fof another crime, somethiné like this,
This kind of punishment we certainly are not interested in.'

But the only humane-type of punishment available to

been effective. Give them humane treatment but separate them
from society, not only for society's good but for punishment
that perhaps they don't want to be separated again.

some time between their apprehension and their return to
society they are diverted, by one means or another, the

punishment never comes about,

i the conclusion that crime does pay.

it-does pay.

. Oh, you have hot=blood crimes and things like that

that are not «- or fanatical crimes that are not == in the

us is separating them from society. And it's--over the years-

Now, if we're going to divert pecple, in other words,

i And most crime is committed because the people think

|

And being logical people, and they are, they cone tc§

long run that crime does pay; but most of the crime that we're:
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involved about, people do it because they think they can
get gway with it, And there{s no punishment,

And At;oft society is going to have to live with
this, unless they want to toughen-ué. The police caﬁ't do it
The Justice Department can't do it, It has to have the
support of Congress, it has to have the support of the
people on the street, and it has to havg the support of
Mr. Gallagher.

QUESTION: General, could we gét onto the
Jaworski business, which somebody asked about? |

Would you expect the demand for tapes, the
subpoena, to lead to another confrontafion similar to the
Cox situation, or do'you think thét the'White House will
comply?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I don't know. That's a
matter for the court, and I can’t‘comment further . EBe's an
agent of the Justice Department, he has seen fit toc go to
court, and that's where it is; it's in litigation,

QUESTION: | But, General, Mr, Jaworski is alsoc an
agen}-bf the Executive Branch. You now haveké situation in

which two sections of the Executive Branch, the Justice

Department and the White House, are facing off in court.

What do you tell the American people who are having
to spend their money in taxes, to have two sections of the

'Executive Branch fight each other in court?

.



himself, represent him in court, rather than have government .

.gathered about him, I think that the demands of the various

12

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Well, I don't think you

have to tell them anything but the truth, that this is a
confrontation that can only be resolved there,
[T |

QUESTION: Well, should the American public =--

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: What would you suggest
as an alternative to this?
QUESTION: Some people have suggested that the

President have his own lawyers, which he would pay for

lawyers representing him.
What would you ==
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: On the presuﬁption that !
he's guilty. |
QUESTION: ﬁot necessarily.

ATTORNEY GENEZRAL SAXBE: Well, I thipk that the

President,. his decisicn isfdeserving of the lawyers .that he*s

bodies, the Senate Cormittee, the House Committee, the
Spec¢ial Comnittee -~ or the Special Prosecutor, require
compliance, He couléd simply say, well, I have né way to

comply with vou, I can't go down and rurmage through these

o mmm o s e e o

files, I can't prepare what you ask-me for. 1 think that woulc

be an cven greater confrontation and one that could not be

resolved.

QUESTION: Let me ask you another question. The

[
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Presldent has repeatedly stated -- in his State of the Union
2., address and afterwards at news conferences -- that he hag

% given the Special Prosecutor everything he needs to wrap(up

Watergate.

5 | Well, this subpoena request from Mr, JaworskiAwould
|| seem to flatly dispute the President's statements,
7 : ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Well, you've raised,the~

3 issve., That is the'issué, isn't it?

9] | QUESTION: What's your-assesément of this conflict?
10l Heow do you account for it?

11 ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE- My assessment is that this
18 is the issue that.they are now squaring off on. h
33 QUESTION: Would you ﬁave hoped.that Somehow this

14|l matter could have been negotiated short of a éubpoena

i ————_— o o~ —— ——— - — 5§ = —— ——

]
15| confrentation? : J

w6l ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: | Yes, but why wish-for bread,

13 when you can wish for the grocery store’ 1

~.For me to say that I would.hope that this «« 7 #culdt

19 hope that it would never have happened; any parts of it. 5
29Q QUﬁSTION: You said jus;ia moﬁent ago that theée %
i .
515 demafids from the various. bodies seem to you to reguire é
:ig compliance. What do you mean by that? ' : %
. i m"ro*mzy GENEFAL SAXBE: Well, there are other | I’
‘243 things than taps that they are asxing for. There is vcluminouéf

. correspondence, and the responses require somebody to gét this

B LY
=
I
3? ‘31-2'
Beilr
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put together. And also, I think that the Presidént; through
his lawyers. is m%king,the-case that obviously our judicial
system requires of any persoh'accused in our éystem.

Now, I think that the .action of impeachment is
similar to an indictment. After indictment, I think it's a

different situation,

QUESTION: But d4id you méan»that you think he has an !

cbligation to provide the materials that he's been asked for?
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I think this is the issue
that we're talking about, isn't it?

QUESTION: I wanted ==

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: For me to say that -- that

the subpoena isn't necessary would be to beg the whole
question; and I'm not going to say this,

QUESTION: . But don't you back up Mr. Jaworski in
his argument for the subpoena?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I back up Mr. Jaworski
by supplying him all the information that he wahts from the
Justice'Departmehé. After thag} these decisicns ére made by
Mr. Ja&orski.

QUESTION: So you're taking no position.

ATTORNEY GENEPRAL SAXBE: TI'm-taking no position on
this, becaunse it's in liélgaticn and they're squared cff on
the issue that wa've talked abodé.

QUESTION: Well, you already have taken a position,

i
!
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haven't you, Mr. Attorney General, when you said just a few

L

minutes ago that the demand from various bodies, the Senate

3., Committee, the House Committee and Special Prosecutor's

1 office seem to require compliance?
t
5 ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: What I'm talking about is !

6| physical material which they asked the White House to provide.

!
They're the judge of whether they can comply or not, and right

~1

8 now the issue is before the court.

9 QUESTION: May I ask about one word I thought I

10/! heard you say. I thought I heard you say: I think that the

President, his decision is deserving of the lawyers that he's !

[
-l

121 gathered about him,

13 Was your word "decision" or "position" or what was

gl the word?

15 ~ ATTORNEY GEWERAL SAXBE: Well, I'll have to -- I said;

;] "decision®, but what I'm talking about is -~ and don't go

17l away confused on this -- that we are now reaching a
confrontation, and this is in the court. Mr. Jaworski

b | has said that he must have certain information. The President
i

is making the position that he is privileged because of his
| executive position not to deliver this, i
i
o Now, I am not taking the positicn supporting either
" position, because this is befere the court and it would be
presunptious on my part to say that the President is right

or that Jawozski is right,




-

' separation of powers and the privileges that lie within the

resolved that question, at least for this Circuit, in holding

16 -
QUESTION: Well, wasn't this matter litigated =--
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: What? |

QUESTION: Is that the President's position, that

he does not have to turn it over, any of these materials 5

unless he wants to, because of his executive privilege?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I would think so.

QUESTION: On the latest subpoena?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: What?

QUESTION: On the latest subpoena, the one‘for the
64 conversations? |

ATTORNEY GENERAL‘SAXBE: I den't know that for a

fact, but I would guess that his position is that the

presidency,will be his position,

QUESTION: Well, General, on =-
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: That is a presumption, j

' !
only because it has been raised previously. I have no way ofi

knowing that that's going to be it.

QUESTION: On October 13th, the Court of Appeals

that .claim & executive privilege was not ungqualified, tha< if-
the President had evidence which was materiszl and relevant,
that it would have to be supplied.

Is it really an open guestion at this stage of the
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game?

REE ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I think that's what is

going to be brought up in this case,

s

QUESTION: Well, wouldn't you agree,though, that

i

- ———

5 the law, at least at this time, is that the President must
G hand over materials which are relevant and material?
7 Is there any douvbt about that?

3 ~ ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: 1I. think that for me to

Q‘ say that now, would be to taﬁé a position on this action.

10l Ilthink fhat;&hey're competent to b:ing whatever
111 their defense is to the subpoeha before the court, and I'm
. joli sure they will do it.

QUESTION: A week ago you told us that the lid Qas

13

1l -off in the Hearst case. Since tﬁen there's been a bahk

153 }hqldup, two people shot, $10,000 stolen. What's going to -

1ﬁ“ happen now?

17l ‘ ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: We're still going to ca#ch ;
13% then. A I
15% QUE§TIG&: Has the FBI intensified its efforts, or %
geq done anything at your directicn since you said that the lid %
ol vas ‘aft? |

¥ ) ATTORNEY .GENERAL SAYBE: They are working

i v@gorously. .Whethér thé§;ve intensified or not, it's pretty
33 hard to judge, because it was pr;tty intensive before,

But they =-- I reiierate-my position: they will be a‘prehenéeé;

I L
S HETY S . !
. : . K
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:! General? Some information from the FBI, or just the pictures

we don't know, ‘ : S

18

| QUESTIQN: General, could you expand on that just
a little bit? The Attorney Genéral of California has said
that the FBI ié”handling this case in a rather soft manner,
I would also like -to know your position on Miss Hearst's
status at the moment; that is, if she =~

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: She's a wanted -person, :

QUESTION: =-- is still a captive, or what?

ATTORNEY GONERAL SAXBE: I den't know. .I would --

'QUESTION: And whether she has joined -- ..

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: It would appear to me
that she was not a reluctant participant in this robbery.
QUESTION: She was not a reluctant participant.

QUESTION: On what basis does it appear to you,

B

that we've seen?
ATTORKSEY GENERAL SAXBE:: And the witnesses.

The way she behaved. There were a number of people in the

bank that observed her behavior, i
o 7 :

You know -~ and ancther thing, is that in putting '

together a well-coordinated activity such as this bank robberyi

was, the last thing you want is scomeone that is’uncooperative
, i
with your plan in the ridst of it. '
| !
" Now, she was armed, and whether it was an emptry gun,

{

QUESTION: But, wasn't ==~
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were two guns that were pointing at her, and so on.

. case now, and how do you discern what are the gptions open

1. to the FBI?

: pursging ayprehengion f Miss Hearst as a kicdnapped person,

19

AmTORNEY,éENERAL SAXBE: But based on th; activities ;
of the other people involved, and the observation.of witnessei.
in the bank, ﬁhé‘phctographs ;- my personal conclusion is g
that she was not a reluctant participant. Now, ==
QUESTION: All right now; what's‘hei status ==
ATTORNEY GENERAL‘SAXBE:_ - there's.room for others
to say that she was coerced into it, |
QUESTION: ,HQw's'that; sir?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: There are others.who say

thgt she was coerced into it, or siggest that; that there ;

QUESTION: You don't think they were?

. QUESTION: Well, General, what's the status of the |

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: - The only options open to’ |

the FBI 'is to apprehend the entire groué.
QUESTIQS: iell, are they plarning to do that?
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: This is what they've been
plggging to do ever since the ki@ﬁapping. . i

QUESTION: Well, I still have some more on the

questicn,  Younge:r said.that the FBI had handled this in a

soft wayv, which implied that they had not in fact been

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: The policy of --
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QUESTION: Since =- if she's not now a kidnapped

e o —" -

person, do you think the apprehenéionAwill take a more

forceful aépradéh?

 ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Well, it's a policy of the

FBI to cooperate with the family in any way possible, and nott‘
to interfere unnecessarily with the family. |
As you kncw, Mr, Hearst took violent reaction when ;

I made the statement tﬁat‘he shouldn't deal with the kidnappeés
and that we should.epprehend them. He said that my statement;

wefé ridiculous and approached the irresponsible.

My attitude hasn’t changed, I think in any

kidnapping that cooperation is extremely important; but, at

the same time the law enforcement agencies should be in
charge of any.ransom‘activity or whatever ¢on£act is made
with them, S i i, oY

He.chose to do it .otherwise, and I cﬁn understand

his concern fér his daughter, and I know that he firmly

‘believed that the thzngs that he did was go;ng to get her i

returned. Aand you can't find fault with this perscnal

feeling,

~But if there's one thing that this kidnapping chounld

proeve is that the policies that have teen aéopted by tiis

massive
H

group, the sc-called Rcbm Hood apc*oac’z that is, give m
handouts to the poor, or somethlng of that kinéd, is no less

criminal thén the straight ransom type of kidnapping,
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21
QUESTION: Well, should it he treated as something
other than a kidnapping now?
QUESTION: If you please, there are two questions

that have not been answered: No. 1, is--

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBEg We’ve got two separate -

crimes now, We've got the kidnapping -~ if it was a kidnapping

---and we have a bank robbery.
QUESTION: Qenéral, do you think ==
QUESTION: So that in your,view, now-she‘s a
fugitive from justice -- .
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE:.'She's a “fugitive.-

QUESTION: You say you think she was a willing

‘participant in the robbery, do you think she was a willing

kidnap victim? Prém-the beginning.
ATTORNEY GENEZRAL SAXEE: I have no

way of knowing on that. .That's only going-to be determined

‘after they're apprehended.

QUESTION: General, I'm sorry to interrupt, but
you still haven't answered. What is her status now? Is

she still considered a kidnapped person or is she. cansidered

.a bahk robber? And what happens next?

ATTORNEY GINHERAL SAXBE: The aﬁswer is: both.

QUESTION: Both & bank robber and a kidnappad person,’

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAMBD:  There is a crime of

 kidnapping which survives from the original action. The

t
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bank robbery arises from the participation this week,
QUESTION: But, General, you said she ==
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: But one doesn't wash out

the other,

QUESTION: Did I hear you say she was a fugitive?

QUESTION& You say she had two gquns pointed at her

yet =--

ATTORNEY "GENERAL SAXBE: I:said there were some who,

feit,that she was reluctant, because it appeared that. two
guns‘were pointing at her,
QﬁESTION: But you don'ﬁ feel that way, sir?
_ ATTORNEY GENZRAL SAXBE: I don't feel that way.
~QUESTION: Couia you tell us why?
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: The testimony of . the
wa.messes, and the. actions within the bank
But, whatever'thE'case; as stated by the FBI in
San Francisco that she is a material witness, which would
require the same aegree of effort in her app'ehension as if
she were not a partlcipant.
QUESTION: But you &id say that in your own vwiew |
she's more than that, is in fact a fugitive from justice,

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAMBE: My perscnal feeling.

QUESTION: Does the FBI in San Francisco agree with!

that? Have they told you?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No, I believe the FBI in

%

|
|
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San.Franéisco says that she's wanted as a material witness,

But the =- sheus still wanted. And whether she's wanted as a

3. 'participant, thg;e‘s been no charges filed, and there won't f

i
4% be until she's apprehended, except that she's wanted*as a .
"5i naterial witness. There‘will be just as much interest in |
6. her apprehension as béfore.

q . QUESTION: But isn't there a Substanéial difference,..
8|l .Géneral, in the technique of apprehension? If she's a

«:5 fpgitive and a participant, the FBi'then theorgti;ally would
10 be,justified in shooting -her if they come upon hegz;: but if |
j1il she's wanted as a material witness, | N
12§ ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Yqu’re not justifiéd in !
shooting anycne, unless -~ I mean, on sight,-if that's what
14 you're talking -about,

" .~ QUESTION: No, I'm talking about ==

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXSE: But if -- if there is a

i

. I
fire fight, or something like that, an officer is eatitled i
» j

13 to protect himself, 1If a flesing criminal, there is certainlf

ml Bo desire that she'd be shot,

. s

QUESTION: Are you directing the agents now to

change tactics on the assumption’ that they know where

this group is, and trving to == will tlrey now =~

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAYBE: I am not directing agenats, .
it and I have not directed agents, . I have confidence in their
good sense and their ability to operate, I don't think the-
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Attorney General should ever interﬁect himsélf to make
decisions as to their on-the-spot actions.
QUESTION: Weli, will they be justified in a
break-in? '
ATTORNEY GENERAL SI}XBE: In what?
| QUESTION: (joing in after the group if they were
‘barricaded, that ‘they were apparently 1oathc to do previously
becaﬁse of Miss He?rst'g safety?
ATTORIEY cmmniu. SAXBE: Oh, I think so, yes.
,AQUESTION; fou‘re séying they would-be ﬁustifieé
in breaking in? | |
- ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: - Yes.
| QUESTION: Why do yoﬁ-sa& that General?
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Weil, these -~ the
entire group that we're talking about are commen c:iminalé}
and ﬁg'ré;anxioussto ap#réhepd:ihem. ‘We’take-the ninimum

amount of force necessary to apprehend them.,

QUESTION: The entire group, inclhding Miss Hearst?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXSE: And Miss Hearst is a part
of it.

e

treated more effectively had.the Hearst family civen the
FBI a freer hand at<thefgﬁtset?

- 'Aé;zomzsy GEI%ERAL’SAXBE':“ We don't know that.
Certainly this is”opr recommendation in 211 kidﬁappings.'

4

QUESTION: Do you-think this matter would have been :

+

|
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QUESTION: I didn't understand your answer to -

3

e

. s LIS

the previous question. The FBI had been following a policy

of laying back é'little bit because of their concern with

a the =-
5 ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I'm not == I'm not --

6 QUESTION: =~ girl's safety. . Now, has that concern |
lessened now? |

8 . ATTORNEY GENEﬁAL SAXBE: I don't know that. I

9]/ don't know what you said. I don't know that with certainty.
10: : . QUESTION: Well, it would be 'my premise =--

11 ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: This is what the Attorney
12 Geneial out there has said.w

13  QUESTION: That's what you implied last week when

!l you said the 1id is now off, as though there had been scmeﬁhing

131 ©of a lid.previously.

-y ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Well, what I meant by i

;|| that was that there was no 1id that I had removed. It was just thc

|
attitude that it had moved into a different situation, that
e : . '

she was not a bound-and-gagged hostage, held in a vulnerable !
| - - i

| place. And we don't even know that., |
’;

x So what I'm doing here with you now is just expreséing
1 . . ] ;
i my personal views, and cne that I am not relaying to the :
i e : !
' FBI, becauss I have confidence in what they're doing. !

] i !
" QUESTIO&; But in expréésing those views, aren't y::n:;"j

: prejudging the guilt of this girl? Before she's had a chance
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. knew a month or so ago when we were talking about it around

26
for a trial, |
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: You mean whether or n&t
she was an active parﬁicipant?
VQUESTION: Yes,
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I don't think so,
She has -- if she was a reluctant participant in

the bank robbery, she'll have every opportunity to make that

hd .

case, '

QUESTION: Do you know more about the SLA than you .
|
|
. ‘ . : s
this table? Where they get their sources from, their member-
ship total, foreign influence, or whatnot.

ATTORNEY GENERAL-SAXBE: I have no information tHat

I could tell you,

QUESTION:. Do you have:any idea where they're.holing:

up now?
. ATTORMEY GENERAL SAXBE: San Francisco,
QUESTION: Could you be precise about that?
"ATTORNEY GENERAL SRXBE: No. But I ==
{Laughter.]‘

ATTORIEY GENERAL SAXBE: Obviously the bank .

robbery did demecnstrate that they are in San Francisca.
QUESTION: Again, General, as far as -- |

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: And now we have some .

P
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evidence, which you probably heard on the news today, that
neighborhood merchants say that they have seen certain of
these people on“Fhe streets and in their shops.

QUESTION: Do you recall where that was?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: That'was news on the
wire this morning.

QUESTION: What part of San Francisco?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No, I don'‘t.

dUESTION: But it is San Francisco as ppposgd to

the East Bay or anything like: that?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Or another country, another

part of the United States.

QUESTION: Do you have any evidénce that they're

moving arcund or have been moving around from place to place?

ATTORNEY GEMERAL SAXSE: No.
QUESTION: So far as you.know, thevy may well hzve
been in the same place ever since they took the girl?

ATTORMNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I have no knowledge.

QUESTICN: Former Deputy Attorrey General Ruckels-

haus-was working on a study of reorganization of the FBI, and

since his departure we don't =-- at least I don't know whas
happened to that whole project. Where does that stand

tocay?.

.T?OEHEY GLNERAL SAX¥3Z: Mr, Silberman has that

-
|8 ]

|
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his Deputy's office at the present time, and is making a
study of it, wgfther to proceed or whether to change the
questicns; and we have nothing on it.

QUESTION; Wéil, if at some -- he has not changed
the questions, then, that Ruckelshaus had’articu;ated? |
Those quéstions are == |

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: BHe hasn't deci&ed, to my
knowledge. | _

Do you have anythiyg’to say-on‘thaé? :

MR..SILQERMAN:‘-No. o |

QUESTION: ‘Well, at such point‘as that prﬁject‘>‘

moves forward, could we so informed? Some of us have an

interest in it.

MR. SILBERMAN: Perhaps.
QUESTION: Thank you.
QUESTION: You ended your question, sir == you

ended your answer, sir, to a question with "ancther countzry;

-ancther part of the United States”; I'm not sure what -

- ATTOPNEY GENZRAL SAYBE: I could have. said another
pa:t-of the world, As distinguﬁ;hed'frnm San Francisco.
QUESTION: Oh, as distinguishied from.
ATTORNEY _GENERAL SAXBZ: Right;
QUESTION: Coulé I _@sk you about == cn anétheé
subject. I read a story in the paper the other éay'abcut

the Acting U, S, Attcrney for the Easzera Distric: of Haw

h e —n 535 4§ — o — o et 0 S & et o ) # o=
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York, a young man who has been prosecuting some Republicans

i

iy
,

and now thinks that he will not becéme the real U, S. Attorneyf_

a"‘l ¥ .
because of this prosecution.

Are you familiar with that situation, and how does

this relate to your position on the political nature of U, S.

Attorneys?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: You're talking about Mr.

Boyd?

QUESTION: Yes.

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I don't .think that .this

has any relation to the political. ' He's proceeding in his
capacity as Acting: U. S. Attorney.

QUESTION: But the thrust of this report was that

some -p;aople, apparently he among them) think.that the fact -

_that he's prosecuted some prominent Republicans has killed

his cﬁan»cg_s for being named pé«manently to the job.
In other words, a kind of a lesson to take it easy if fou
want to be 2 U. S. AAttorney. | |

| ATTQRNE#’#‘-GENERAI... SAXBE: Well, I can't comment on
that, because the appointment hasn't been made,

QUESTION: On the other side of the coim, sir, in

Chicago, Mayor Daley said that Mz, Thompson has beea carrying .

e

on a vendetta asainst the Democrats, constituting Democrats .
by and large, although Mr, Thompson has taken action agzainst

two relatively minor Republicans, office holders. Do 'y‘ou have

i
!
|
1
|
!
!
i
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any comment on'that,.that Mr. Thompson is carrying on =-
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: The‘only comment would be
that, I beiié;e the predominance of the office holders are
Democrats. That is, he -= I have no reason to}believe that
he's ovérlcoking people because they're ﬁepublicans.'
QUESTION: General, Mr.'Jaworski is quoted as
locking into fhe circumstances su?rounding paroles of three
people, pardoned crimiﬁals -~ Jimmy Hoffa, ba?id Carlow and

Al Colt, I wondered if you h&d qualified .-~ corroborated

with that investigation and/or are you looking into the

circumstances yourself?

ATTORNEY GENCRAL SAXBE: No, anything relating to

that you'd have to get from Mr. Jaworski. .
" QUESTION: Woulda't it be-an internal matter in
your own Department, since't&e c:iminal nature of --
 ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Yes, but we have —-

QUESTION: -- paroled criminals?

ATTORNEY GENZRAL SAXBE: f he's proceeding on'this,

he*ll have to talk to you about it,
I've got nothing to say on it,
QUESTION: Ceneral, .coing back to an earlier dis-

cussion, what would ba your policy now if the FBI wants to

guesticn a repcrter about a crime? What would they have to do

- before they -- before they talk to you; anything?

ATTORNEZY GENEPAL SAXBE: As vou know, there is a .

t
1

§
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policy that there be no subpoenas issued except by approval

of the Attorney General,

Now ==

QUESTION: What about questioning?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: =-- most of the questioning,

I think the person should be free to answer. If they refuse |

toc answer, then the qﬁestion of subpoena comes up.

. QUESTION: So that if it's just a question in the

first instance the FBI would not have to come to you?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No. Now, we have, as you

know, many reporters who voluntee:, but then ask to be

subpcenaed, to prote#t them from their boss or for their

best reason,

QUESTION: Do you have many reporters who have?:

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE:

Yes, Not a great number,’

but*I mean every subpoena that I have signed has been with

i o
the acgquiescence of the person subpoenaed.

QUESTICN: Ganeral, have you had any conversations

or. communicaticn with. Mr. St. Clair at the White House?

ATTORNLY GENERAL SAXBE:

No. Not since last week.

QUESTICN: On a different subject, thera was an

office set up here, I believa within this building, consistin

of five or six szaif pecple who were working on the Freecen

of Informaticn Act revisions, ané it's not ciear to me what':

happenad to these p2ople. I think they'weza --»that‘was cset

|

i
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they are still functioning, but we haven't heard any more

i what's the story on that, Jack? Do you racall?

32

up during Attorney General Richardson's reign. I imagine

about them, What's their status? - R
ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Well, as I recéll on that,

the chairman of ﬁhis committee, the post of chairman became

vacant =-- isn't that correct? | |
A VOICE: I didn't hear the question.

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: The question was on the

in~house committee we had on the Freedom of Information.,
QUESTION: On revisions. i think that the top guy
-= I can't remember his name ~-=- went back to HEW, == |
- ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: That's right, & |

QUESTION: ==~ because he couldn't get tenure here,

and so on and so forth.

- ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: We have picked a new man,

I believe, and he's just now =-

A VOICE: 1I'm not familiar with that, other than
the responsibility which OLC, Office of Legal Counsel, has
with respect to the Freedom of Information Act, if that's

what you're referring to.

QUESTION: Ne, it's not., No,

A VOICE: The responsibility is primarily in the --:
_ , |
i

ATTORNEY GENZRAL SEXBE: There was a separate --

M
i

. 1'
A VOICE: That's beern pulled back into the CfZize ;
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of Legal Counsel, and I'm not certain that that group ever
established the functioning Operation other .than the fact

that it was proposed.

QUESTION: Well, there was a staff of guys hired,
they were working here in the buildihg on it, I've had
several of them come to see me, who were working on revisions ;
and they seem to all have dropped out of'sight. What happeneé
to ihem? ‘ .

A VOICE: When was the last time]you saw them?

ILaughter.j.

QUESTION: I had a phone call from oﬁg last»week.

A VQICE: As an operating 'group? |

. QUESTION: I don't know =-

_ A VOICE:'"  That wiil‘téke-care of him!

- {Laughter.]
A VOICE: Was it operating out of HEW =-
QUESTION: I don't know. I tried to return his

call, but he wasn' t at tha- number, I have some fear for

his safety.

{Laughtar,]

QUESTION: Well, if you cen supply me with thae

.- nams of the new chairman that replaced the one that waat back

CEed e

- to HEW, I can just ¢o tc him and ask him, and that will solve

. 2ll the mysteries,

e — o ———— — s e 200 b
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ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Do you recall on that,

JeDo?
QUESTION: Tangential to that is apparently == i

A VOICE: Mr, StErn,.is it conceivable that this

e

group dissipated before the Attorney General came into

(¥}

6 office?

-4

QUESTION: Sir?

8 A VOICE: 1Is it conceivable that this gréup diésipatéd
9 .befofé the Attorney General came inﬁo bffiqe? - If not, -- ;
IOV - ) | ‘ | )
11 QdESTION: I don't know the answer to that questiod,-

12| but it's not my impression that they were that fragile a

13 body, I thought they wers going to be --

m ‘ A VOICE: Well, if I can find it == I will check

i ‘ - e AU . o
n;i J. D. SAWYER: Oh, there was a proposal to have that

i

|

!

ety

group .chaired by a man who was at HEW, and that group, that

-3

o - it

P

man was never transferred to Justice, and the proposal at that-

[
o

r

time was to work out a participating agreement among all the

P
s

other agencies and form a group to represent the various de-

(3

partnents of government.

[

To my knowledge, Lt never was convened.

{
}

i :

i : !
L
i
!
I

LR
e

' but it was discussed under Mr. Richardson.
QUESTION: Well, the principal preopesal this non-

- existent group was working cn was for an index tha*

S
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each department, each agency, would be required to compile

)
|
of dec151ons that had been reached by the agency, so that those

who had an 1nterest in acquiring them would at least know
that they existed. |

I believe thai's part of some of the legislative
packages that are on the Hill, and the Justice Department is
opposing that, I understand «- I may be wrong, I just was
curious as to what the problem is =~ and there may be
considerable problems, But what are the problems propesed
by having an index of decisions of the departments, so-that
fhose who -want to pursue the matters under FOI can?

Are you not opposing that proposal? I thought that

'ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I'm not familiar with
the index.prcpcsal.

QUESTION: Well, the original Act requires the
indexing,. agency by agency, of dacisions‘reached by'the'»
agency. No agency has complied with that part of the Act,
and this group -- that was the main ;hing I understood. that
they were pointing to, and we never heard,more about it.

I understood some of the amendments on the Hill
wanted tc review life under that‘érovision, and I uncderstood
the lepartrment-was opposing it, and I was really asking éhy
you're opposing it. And if all my preparatory remarks aze

incorrect, then I withdraw the guestion.

e o b v &t e o+ vy o e = @4 8+

ATTORNZY GENERAL SAXEZ: Wall, the Justice Cepartmanc
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.longer be used as:an accurate measure of -crime in this country

36 { ‘.
is not opposing the revisions in the whole deal, The {
Justice Departmeht, in their position, is just trying to make%

« : r
more realistic some of the things that.we don't think would |
i

work in there, The ten-day time period, and things like .
this,

We just don't see how you could caught up to do

some of these things., They would be perpeéually in violation,

QUESTION: - Mr, Attorney General, the report that

you have in front of you, the Crime in the Major Ten Largest i.

Cities, states, on either page one or two, that -- a quotation,

. ' - | ]
I believe, from Mr., Santarelli -- that the Uniform Crime i
Reﬁorts can no longer be used as a -~ I may be wrong in my

wording, but I'm right in my sense, I believe =~ can no

t

that this report of unreported crime, telling about
unreportedicrime,,is a mo:éxaccurate_measu:e of it.

That the Uniform Crime‘Reports;are useful io the
police in a tactical sense, but that the :eai éicture of
crime is in this report.

No. 1, would you comment on it generally; and,'two,’

would you tell us what the reaction of the Bureau is to this
kind of conclusion?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SMXBE: Well, I was naturally

interssted in this survey. This survey was conducted jus*t a

year ago, the first quarter of '73 basad on the year cf '72.
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So it's a year old now.

It is not an answér to thé crime reported. The
study of this, the study of the questionnaire which is
conducted by the Census Division, brings to mind that a lot.
of the ﬁnreported crime is not going tb be reported ne matte
what kind of police system we have. '

For instance, only one crime in ten was based on th

fact that the police would not want to be bothered. The

‘rest of them are based on other reasons, which were important

to the householders, B

I think that the value of this study is that for
tbe-first time it brings in the péople's attitudes. If we're
going tolcombat crime, we have to work with people. And we
get reasqns why people didn't report.it, or what they think a
crime is.

Now,’there's a lot of difference in whaﬁ people
think crime is, 2And it also is going to be usaful to see
what age bracket, what ecornomic bracket, sex, race, are
more susceptible éo crime.

Thése things are all good. Bui I don't think that
we can just chuck out the conveniional crime reporting and
say that this is the answer, because it is not the answer.
It's going ta‘be a worthwhile tcol for future develiorment in
law enforcement, but it's not going to be the complete

answer.,

)

E
z
i
1

e
!
]

e s e o £+ 3 e i« 4t S et 3 $ e A



what we've got here in this study.

' appointment with you. Has he submitt=d his resignation:

38
I just might point out here that a lot of crime

isn't reported because they don't want to prosecute. The

brother-in-law stole the watch., They don't want the brother-
in-law to go to jail., The husband beat her up; shé doesn't
want the husband to go to jail.,
| The jewelry disappeared, but they don't know whether
they lost it or whether it was stolen. The door was open,
therefore they can presume somebody tried to get in.
QUESTION: Then you don't agree with the statement
in there that the Uniform Crime Reports are no longer‘an

accurate measure of crime in this country.

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: They never were an

accurate measure. But what I'm saying is that we can't chuck

them out, because they're the best accurate measure of

police aqtivity, of what comes to the police. The police

cannot talk about the crime that isn't reported, and that's

The police can only report on that crime which comes:

through them and is reported in the regular channels, and

that's what the uniform crime report does; but to say that

it ig accurate and enccmpassed all crime would never be true,
QUESTIO&; Mr. Santarelli was in this room this i

morning when we convened. I imagine he hai come from an 2

ATTORNEY GINERAL SRXBE: DNo.
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QUESTION: Has he informed you that --

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No, I asked him to come
over to explain-exactly what we could expect asa result of
this. In other words, I'm afraid that it's going to be
extremely difficult to get more money in the police depart-
ments, the cities and the federal government and thé States
are just reluctant to put more money in, How can we,'then,
‘respond.to this unreported crime?

Well, as he pdinted oﬁi, some of it, there's no
respense’ we can make, if a person does:not desire to put
their brother-in-law. in jail for stealing a watch,vthe:e's no
a whole lot we can do about it,

And if the person recognizes that there is nothing

“they can do about some,missiﬂg article, -because they don't -

have any*informaéion or evidence or suspect, they’revnot
going to report it,

QUESTION: Did he suggest anything else, feeling
that the police wouldn't handle it, fear of reprisal?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Well, fear of reprisal is
a reason for a small percentage, ”gnd we're not talking just
about the police here, we're talking about the courts. A
lot of peovple say, ell, I turned this guy in, zand he's back
cn the block next week, éga he's going to break my window.

There is fear of re;riéél.

Now, if the ccurt has a policy in the community zo

t
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- Kelley about the mail that we get,; about the injustice that

: is more of ‘this mail than there-is ebout complaints of the -

- 40

turn everybody back on the streets, there's a helplessness
that develops there, too. That they say, well, what the helll.,
I'm not going to go dewn there and appear in court twice and
get horsed around, only to find that the man's back before

I am,

. And we get letters all the time. I talked to Chief

pecple suffer, and some of it's unreported, scme of it is
reported; but there's a lot more of this mail goes to what !

they feel the failure of the courts to punish, as they think

they should, than there is a failure of the police tc appre~

hend, : : i
We get more complaintfs as to what they think that
the person that committed the crime didn't get what he ?

deserved. Whether he's right or not, I don't know. But there

police‘

QUESTION: - Can we go back for a minute to what

ydu said previously 2n diversion -- are you totally

o mesmre i o o
.

against the trend towards divérting, & mass of people from-

the triminal institutions away f£rom the sysiem, or do veu

think it's just been aver-abuvsed: - ' : i

ATTORNEY GENZRAL SAMBE: No, I think diversion

works, where you can get the communicy to rake the rescorn:

G

izility

I don't think diversion works whers vou send the man right



e e

i

“1

0

ryr idT s L

41

back to the same .¢climate that produced him,

I think I quoted here once before, in some of the

ol

totalitarian countries they have gone almost entirely to
community action on minor crimes. A man is sent back to

his own block, his own area, a group of the neighbors get

tégether and censure him, and also get his promise to comply

with the norms of the community.

This kind of diversion is good, but a diversion

back where he's not going to be taken away from that

-atmosphere that produced him is not much good. And some of

‘just to keep a man from becoming a statistic and to send him

the ones who talk about diversion don't think there's énybody

who is a bad persen, They're just misunderstood people.
There are certain people that all ﬁhe cormmunity

action, everything else, is not going to help. The,persén

who is chronically in opposition to the community and to the

people generally.

QUESTION: Well, General, have you pretty well given ;

up on the prison system itself as a way of being able to
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rehabilitate people at all? Do you think it's just totally --

ATTORNEY GENERRAL S2XBE: No,

| QUESTION: =~ failed there?
ATTORNEY GENEFAL SAYEE: No, certainly not the
federal systam, The federal svsten has got an extremely

low rate of recidivism, it's down to l:ss than 30 percent,
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I think that's encouraging.

I think the real test in the prison system is-
being able to separate those people who you can rehabilitate
o3 : '
from those who you can't., And I think we're moving into this

area of being more capéble of doing this.

We have at our major prisons training facilities,
TV repair, automotive repair, libraries to improve their

education, there's extension courses from universities.,

All of these things are offered for those who are willing to

take them,

The other prisons in the country are not as well‘

qualified, but I think we're coming around to that.

But my real concern is that we don't realize that

there is alsoc an element that must be made apparent to the

criminal, that if he does certain antisocial things that he's

going to be locked up.

QUESTION: Generxal, on the criméfsfudy cof Mr.
Santarelli's, you said that_--,you cited the difficulties
perhaps of gétting money into police departments. Now, have
you had complaints ftom any police chiefs or any ccmmunicaticn;
with pelice chiefs regarding thiéistudy?

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: MNo, I have not as ye'x:.
Of course it’s just been out for two days, but most of thenm

are aware of it, I'm sure that there are chiefs who will be

heard frem, but I think they're going to raise it: All right,
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what can we do?

If there's twicebas much crime than is being
reported, are ﬁ? going to have twice as many policemén,
if so, where's the money coming from?

Now, it isn'ﬁ that simple, because some of this
crime, no mattér‘what you do, isAnever going to be repérted.

If you understand what I'm talkiﬁg about, they're
not going to turn in a brother-in-law, they're not going to

turn in their husband, they are not going to report it if

they are involved in illegal activities themselves, you know,

if-it's a gang type i#ternecine type of assault., So you
just can't say that if the conditicns were exactly riéht,
éll of this ﬁnreported cfime~would suddeﬁly be repcrted.
And ﬁost of the crime that is not reéorted--- we
don't think there's anv murders that aren't reported, or
very few, we don't think there’s many aégravated assaults,

automobile theits that aren't reported-.-but we do know that‘

there are frauds that aren't reported, pecple are embarrassed%‘

to report that.. We know that there iy netty thievery
that isn't reperted, because it might be scmebody in the
fanily, or ihey just were too buéﬁ;.

We know that there are domestic affairs that are
crime§ that are not reported. Aand we”don‘t think that anay
chahge is gcihg to make all of :@ése‘:eportable.

Now, what we are anxious to do is that those
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these groups can bessomehow won over to cooPerate with our

{ has a:responsibility to- repcrt crimes, but expressing the -
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attitudes that we've discovered inthls poll, in segments of

the community that can be identified, can be attacked; that

systenm of jurisprudence; because our system of jurisprudence
dependé upon,cooperatiot of the public.

| QUESTION: Well, General, could I go back to that
Wounded Knee thing for one more questicn?

Gallagher put out a statement last night, I think

acknowledglng that there could be some cages where a :eportef‘ "

concern that newsmen would .be compromised with their sources B

if they we:e'questioned andNCQOperate with the ¥BI.

Particularly with radlcal grcups, where you have a |

problem getting -

- N . . -

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE Thls 1s the old story abcut‘

the guy in the factory that sees: sqmebady steallng, he s g01ng; '

to be compromlsed w1th hlS JOb -- 1f he repcrts it. h15-15n'1

J

just to newsmen -- thls isn't somethlng that s a problcm hlth
newsmen tais is a problem, it's a problem with everybody that
says.1 just don't want to get involved becausc I have to live.

in this neighborhood, I don't want to- get involved bgcguso

this nuv is a leend of mxnc It's <omethinp that evervhodv' ;

is troubled.with, 1 don t thxnk you can just say It's newsmen
problein.

VO}CE:,”Thank.you.
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