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ANNounCER: Hil1iam B. Saxbe, Attor~ey General of the 
Un; ted Stat es . Ton i 9 h ton II \'J ash i n9 ton St r a i 9 h t Tal k, II . A t tor ney 
General William Saxbe, former Republican senator from Ohio ~nd 
the fourth Attorney General in the Nixon administrations. Attorney 
General Saxbe ans\'/ers questions from syndicated columnist and 
Wa s hi n g ton ed ito r for the nat ion a 1 Rev i e vi, .Geo r 9e ~J i 11 • 

GEORGE WILL: Attorney General Saxbe, we're now celebrating
; f t hat 1sthe vi ar d, the sec 0 ndan n i ve r s a r y oft h e Haterg ate 
break-in. Yesterday, former Acting Director of the FBI William 
Rucke1shaus suggested that there would be more surpris.es coming 
regarding Watergate. Do you know any of those? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL WILLIAM B. SAXOE: Well, I don't think 

I do. As you kn0 \'/ , t his has .b e e nIturn e d 0 ve r tot he Spe cia: 1 

Prosecutor in the Justice Department. I don't follow it as 


 c los e1 y a s I mig ht, be c au s e 'Iii t h the 0 the r pre s S 0 f duti e san d 
having no responsibility in this, I leave it up to the Special 
Prosecutor. And then, of course, we have the Judiciary Committee 
in t~e Hou~e now. But the surprises that keep coming are, I 
think, going to continue. I agree with him on that~ 

'WIll: You wouldn't be surprised at the surprises, 

in other \'Jords? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No. No. 

WILL : You doh ave, 11 0\'/ eve r, a lot to d0 \'Ji tho ne 0 f 

the continuing issues that was involved in Watergate, and that1s 

the \'/ hole sub j e c t 0 f \'!i r' eta ppin 9 . Sec ret a r y 0 f Stat e K; s sin 9 e r I s 

no," been touched by this. You recently said "No American citizen 

can be \'/ ire t J P P ed \., i tho uta ppro val fro m me. It Hhat doe sit t a ke 


\ +p get At tor ney Ge n era 1 S a x bel sap pro val for·a \,1 ire tap? 

AT TOR tt E Y G ENE R A l . S A XGE : The rea ret \'1 0 t y r> e s 0 f 'd ire tap s • 
Well, there're really three. One's a consentual \vhcre you agree 
to be tapped, and thi sis not i 11 ega 1 in any \·Jay. The second 
is a crimi n a 1 \'Ji ret a p where they go ; n t 0 aj u d 9 e; \'i e apply and 
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')'\eceive authority, just as you receive a warrant to search a 
house. This is the more customary type, and we do this when 
the situation _indicates ... 

~1I L L : This i s for d0 me $ tic \-/ f ret a p s . 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXCE: This is domestic wiretaps. 
And this applies to all Americans, because under the Keith decision 
of 1 9 7 1, the rei s n0 VI a y - - 0 r 1 9 72 - - the rei s nO\,I a y t hat 

you can tap an American citizen domestically without going to 

a j ud9e and get tin9 a VI a r ran t . And t his is\'l hat I s don e • . 


_ Now, this only leaves the foreign security wiretaps, 

and these are warrantless. 


WILL: If I understand you correctly then, the 1971 
decision, and perhaps subsequent decisions, mean that the wiretaps
that the President, with or without Secretary Kissingeris consent, 
or whatever, ordered on the thirteen government officials and 

-the four newspapermen would not now be legal. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXCE: They would not now be legal. 
Well, that isn't exactly true, because this was foreign security.
That is, this was the reason for it. However, the conditions 
that I imposed on this -- they Nou1d not meet the standard. 
And I have to sign these. And the standard that I imply is 
that the activity first must be controlled, directed, paid for 
by a foreign pO\'-Ier. It must be genuine national security, not 
something that we would guess might be, but a reason to believe 
because of certain circumstances. 

Now I read the other day where the telephone company
said they had ten thousand people call up and said that they 
tho ugh t .they I d bee n \'11 ret a p p e d • T\-/0 perc en~ 0 f the s e pe0 p1e 
had, mostly, as I could discern from the piece, illegally.
In other words, a husband taps a wife's phone for a domestic 
problem; a car dealer taps a waiting room so he can hear what 
pe0 p1eare suyin gabout buy i n9 the i rca r . The r e \-, e 1" e s 0 me 0 f 
these. Ot.. business secrets. But all of our domestic taps, 
with the exception of definitely tied foreign security [sic], 
are run through a court and reported annually as to number. 

HILL : So; f Genera 1 H ai 9 call e d up to day \-;i t h' - - ask i ng 
the sarne \'1 ire tap s t hat the Hhit e I~ 0 use got i n 1 9 G 9, At tor ney 
General Saxbe would turn him down? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXGE: That's correct. 

\.J ILL : I see. 



On about Janu.ary 15th of th·;s 
' 

year "'hen you'd just 
~e e n in office about a "tIe e k, .you reported that you had aut h0 r i zed 
three national security wiretaps ..• 

ATTORNEY GEnERAL S/\XBE: Right. 

WILL: How many have you authorized since becoming 
Attorney Genet~l? 

ATTORNEY GE~lERAL SJl.XBE: I can't give you the number, 
although we have given a num~er to Senate and will give it to 
House committees. This is tld3 only restl"icted part of it. . 
However, in 1972, it was leaked out I think by certain senators, 
and it was authentic, that we had about ninety in a year. 

WILL: What public purpose is serv~d by keeping the 
number of wiretaps secret? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Well, I think the big problem 
is -- is the scarcity of them. In other words, the people, 
our foreign people involved in this wouldn1t believe us any 
way, because they just couldn't believe that this great country 
didn't have more resources in trying to determine what they're 
do i n gin the via y 0 fin tell i 9en ce. . I 

Now, first, this is not mere snooping; this is trying 
to counteract organized espionage being carriGd on in this cou~try 
by forei~n powers t not necessarily hostile to this country,
but certainly trying to get espionage on us. There are covers 
over peo 1e in this country who are spies. Now we go through" 
a period ike the McCarthy period when we1re greatly alarmed 
abo u t s~ ~"-: ~,.) and i tis t urn ed f u 1 1 c i r c 1e nO\,i \-/ her e \': e say) ~'J ell , 
we shoul~~'t have any 

II 

secrets. If they want to find out anything 
about our nuclear installations, about our security for Qur 
warheads, give it to 'em.1I Hell) I donlt think that's right 
either. I think that we have to have secrets, because, in this 
world, there are people who are hostile to this country. 

WILL: But concentrating just on domestic wiretaps, 

I believe ... 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Right. 

11 ILL : • . . I bel i eve you s aid a f eVI day sag 0, not 10 n 9 
ago, that you could live with a ban, if Cdngress wanted to ban 
\d ret appin 9 . 

ATiORNEY GENERAL SAXGE: Yes. And the reason for this 
is that they were trying to put me on the defensive up in Congress, 



t hat I \'J a s the 0 nethat \'I as\'/ant i n 9 . t 0 k e e p the s e sec ret san d 
t~at I was the one that wanted to snoop around the world for 
',1 0 reason . And I s i rn ply told them that \,1 e have a j 0 bl aid on 
uS in the Justice Department and the FBI to do this. If you 
don't want uS to do it, all you have to do is pass a law. 

~J 1 L L : \oJ e11, h0 vi - - h0 \./ W 0 u1 d . • • 

ATTOR tI EY GEi1ERA L S A X 8 E : And \'1 e can 1i v e vii t hit . 
But I wouldn't advise it. 

HILL : Ii 0 vI \'/0 U 1 d 1a \'I e n for cem e nt be s e rio usly com pro m i sed 
if there were a ban on domestic -- wiretapping for domestic 
purposes, unrel ated to foreign .•• ? 

ATTOR N E Y G ENE RAl SAX[3 E : lsI ell, n0 \" you 1 reta1 kin gab 0 u t 
on the nat ion a 1 sec uri ty •.. 

WILL: Now I'm talking not national security. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAX8E: Oh, you're talking about 
we 11, fo r ins tan ce, 0 n you r d0 ill est i c - - t his i sal lor 0 ani zed 
crime. It's gambling; it1s extortion. In a kidnaping: it1s 
esse n t i a1 to b e ab 1 e totapin 0 n s'u s p e c t s 0 ron the vic t i r:1 I s 
phone. We have to have this. To deprive law enforcement people 
ofther; 9 h t to 'u set his ins t rum e n t \'10 U 1 d be hur tin 9 0 u r s e 1v. e s . 
And the damage that results we don1t think is that great. Right 
now there's a great fear of it. But really ..• 

WILL: 00 you think that fear is exaggerated, that 
Americans fear this so much? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Hhy, I· think that fear is 
exaggerated, because unless they're in some criminal activity 
they're never going to be tapped any \Yay. He don't tap citi.zens 
casually. It's only done after you will out a warrant. You 
take it in to a judge; the judge looks it over and says, yQS, 
here a warrant should be issued, and this bookie operation that 
is working down here in organized crime should have surveillance, 
because those people should be arrested. They're violating 
the 1a\'/. 

WILL: Have you used wiretapping in the Hearst kidnaping
case? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No. Now, this is one of the 
instances that is complicated and some think that new l~gislation 
i s nee e s s a r y . This i s b e c a usc u n 1e s s \.} eare W 0 r kin 9 towa r d s 
a definite arrest, you cantt go in and mnke an allegation. 



The Fourth Amendment protects you from any kind of wiretapping 

~lcss there is proximate cause. And if you don't have the 

tauSc, you can't go in and ask for a warrant. And that's one 

oft her eas 0 ns t hat vI ear e un pro t e c ted aQa ins t do mest i c t err 0 r i s t 

organizations in this country, because if all we want is information 

on their operation, we can't go in and get it betause it's not 

for the purpose of making an arrest. All of these others - ­
the only reason to have them is to make an arrest -- and prosecution. 


~ow this -- this is a little bit confusing to thG average 

person. But I think if you just realize that on domestic wiretaps 

it must be tied into making an arrest and a prosecution. It's 

not for intelligence; it's not for any reason but trying to 

prosecute somebody_ 


WILL: Attorney General Saxbe, you've been making a 

lot of very forceful speeches around the country. In a recent 

speech, you snid that there have been limen of finely distilled 

e v 'j 1 i n pub 1 ; c 1 i f e . II And you s po ke 0 f /I VJ 0 u1 d - bety ran t sin 

Br' 0 0 k s Brot her s sui t s . II vI hod i d you h a ve i n min d? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXeE: Well, I think that it's easy 

for us to think that criminals are the muggers and the sneak 

thieves and the bank robbers, and so on. There's a lot of T"ip­
off in"this cou~try by big business, by bunco artists, by swindlers. 

I just read today of an allegation on another poncie (?) deal. 

vI e· havet hesea 1 1 the tim e • And . . . 


WILL: What is a poncie deal? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: A poncie deal is a con game

whereby I tell you I'll pay you fifty percent on your investment, 

that is a month maybe, a year -- it's insignificant. Then I 

tell another chap that 1111 pay him. I take his money and pay 

you ••• 


l~ ILL : J see. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBf: It's a pyramiding thing and 

was started by a man in Boston, of, I guess over fifty years 

~go . 


HILL : ~I e , 1, \'J hat you' 1'" eta 1 k ; ngab 0 u t the n i s wh ; t e 

collar crime. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXGE: White collar crime. 

 WILL: That really bothers you, I gather, reading your
speeches. 

 
. A TT0 R N E Y G ENE RAL SA X[3 E : I t bot her s me be c au s e I don I t 

 



I.,. 

want people to think 'that only the poor, the black, those people 
are the criminals that 0c 1 re after. 

HI l L : ~I ell, inanot her s pee c h 0 nth iss ubj e c t, you 
said that you thought we were moving toward two systems of justice 
i nth i s co U n t yo y, 0 r; e for t h~ a f flu e n tan don e for the poor. 
And you quo ted vii the. ppro '{ (11 a to ugh sen ten ce don e by a j u d 9e 
; napric e fix 'j n9 C (1 S e . AnrJ the j udgeemph as i zed t hat the men 
i nvol v e d kne\"/ the i 11 e9ali t;, 0 f the ira c t ion s . The y It/ ere n e 'j the r 
cold nor hungry, and they had had the best educational and material 
benefits of American life~ and therefore a tough sentence seemed 
to meet with your approval. With that in mind, and returning 
to topic A, do you think that the sentences imposed in the Watergate 
case, done by men who were educated, enjoyed material benefits 
of American life, were n~ither cold nor hungry: do you believe 
these men have been treated too leniently, as some people are 
saying? " 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: I cantt second-guess a judge 
on the reasons for his sentencing. But I do know this, that 
Richard Harris wrote a piece that-was in The New Yorker a wer:. 
ago. And in his comment on this I thought he did a pretty 9: 
job in saying that we are running the danger at the present 
time of cutting the cloth to fit orr these cases and that weir. 
using extralegal means, the threat of disbarment, th2 threat 
of exposure. Well, these are not legal and have no part in 
the proc eedin 9sin' jus tic C • t'l e Ire usin 9 the set 0 SIT! 0 k e pe0 pl"c 
o u ta nd t h(1 t \,1 e ( r e usin 9 1i 9 h t s en ten cesan d v/ e Ire usin gal 1 
kinds of inducements to make cases, and that we're walking the 
narrov line between really running a Justice Department or a 
justice system in this country and running a kind of a kangaroo 
co u r t \'1 her e any end s - - a 11 y mea n s jus t i f Y the end s . 

WILL: VI ell, tel r. Ha r r i s - - i t \'1 asan i n t ere s~ i n g . art i c1e • 
And Hr. Harris focused on the Kleindienst case .•. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Yes. 

\IJI L L : He sa i d t hi1 t jus tic eta bed 0 nemu s t be see n 
to be done, and, to the average 1\ l1le r'i can , that didn1t look like 
jus tic e . 1\ for mer 1\ t tor 11 ey Ge n era 1 ofthe Unit cdS tat es 1i e d 
to a Sena te commi t tee •.. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: The first one ever convicted 
of a general churge. 

WILL: Yes. Do you think that that sentence~ a 
sus pen d e d sen ten ce, \'/as. • . ? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXGE: Well, again for me to try 



to sec 0 nd - ~ u e ssthe j udgeon - - and J u d 9 e Hart i s ·a res pc c ted 

(~d honored judge and the senior judge. For me to second-guess 

~m on his reasons would serve no useful purpose. Out what 

r· do say. is that. \-:c .must b.e\'ta re -that \'le don It fa·ll into the 
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people. 


HILL: ... i n the United States? 

ATTORNEY GEr~ERAL SAXBE: \oj ell ... 


WILL: Let me give a statistic. Ninety percent of 

the criminal convictions result from guilty pleas, and a substantial 
portion of those guilty pleas result from plea bargaining.
Do you think that this is covering up some -- and I don1t mean 
that in the normal WaShington sense -- but that that covers 
a kind of violation perhaps of con;;titutional rights to a fair 
trial? 

A T TOR N E Y. GENE RJ\ L S AXBE: I t h ink t hat \'/ e \'/ a 1 k t hat 
n a r r 0 \'/ 1; n e • And I ha v e men t ion ed befor e t hat t h ; sid e a 0 f 
ci r tum v' e n tin 9 the Fi f t hAm end men t by 0 f f e 1" i n 0 i m m unity and the n 
try i n9 tom ak e the m t est i f y and the n top r 0 sec ute the m \-/ hen 
they don't is, a device that \'Ie should re-examine. 

No \1/, I t lli nk t hat V! e h a v e ado ptedara the r prag mat i c 
approach on the plea bargaining simply because of our overloaded 
courts and the system that we have. If every case that We had 
\'J e n t tot ria 1, \'/ i t h the 1eng t h.Y t ria 1 t hat \'/ e havet0 day and 
the rid i c u lou s tim e s pen ton pic Ie ; n9 j ur; e s - - and \-J hie h \'/ e 
could correct -- weld never get to them. We couldn't hold them 
i n d e fin i tel y • TIl CY I d b e o· uton the s t r e e t son bon d for may b e 
three, four', five years. 

Now at the same time that the Congress is bellyaching 

~bout plea bargaining and all of these devices that are used


·hYU. S. attorneys and others dov/n at the state and county level, 
at the sallle time they refuse to incrr.ase the number of federal 
judges. And as a result) we're londed up and forced into what 
1 think is a damn bad situation; that is having to dispose of 
cases other than before a magistrate. 

NOH 0 nth e j u r y - - the rei s nor e a s o· nth a t \'/ e s h 0 u1dnit 
Se1eetan d seat u jury \'1 i til i n three or four hour's • They c\ 0 
i t eve r y day i nUl" ita in. f\ ndye t \-/ e h a v e pel' In itt e d a s i1 i 9 h 
a s t hi r t y or for t y I)"ere III ptor y c hall c n 9e s _.. t hat • s for nor e a s on 
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at all -- ~nlimited challenges for cause. We've got situations 
where defense and prosecutio~ make a study of sociological and 
.pSycholo g ica1 means. ' 

HILl':, 0nth e sub j ec t 0 f j uri e s no VI • .T he 9 ran d j ur y , 
I kn 0 W , '. l' a ;"s € S ',d -cf ;, nf t e iss u e s. 'B ut-, r e c en t 1 Y the Hhit e H0 use . 

. has made much 'of the fact that the gr.a.nd ,Jury that. heard the 
.. evi ,d en c e con c ern in 9 . Hr. Nix 0 nan d nqme d hJm,~an u ni n d i c t c cJ .c 0 
conspi'rator .\'Jas,·pr,caom.inately:-DemOCfiJt, .. qo<nt...ai,n'ed,.Q~0r-e blacks· '" > '•.
th.a n a r Q 'r e pre.s efit a.t i'v"e of: th-e c ·Am e:r·fc a-ri..:: 'p-o l5Y') at i 0 n- ,'.~·:,c:o, -n td i.n ed-: ,'.­
only one Republican and, therefore, the White House seems to 
be implying was inherently an unfair device. Do you think that 
is evidence that it was an unfair device, this grand jury? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No. This is often raised, 

and'~ don't think that you could ever get a.jury that would 

satisfy both the defendant and th prosecution, and especially 

after the fact. I think that the jury system being 1 irni ted 

in what it determines, which is a matter of -- the questions 

of fact -- especially a grand jury being extremely 1 imited as 

to what the prosecution puts before it -- I don't think that 

you can tailor a jury to exactly duplicate the community. I 

,think you just have to take it with its disabilities as well 

as its advantages. 


WILL: [Attorney] General Saxbe, on January 27th of 

th-is year, right after you came into your current position, 

you said t hat you did not t h ink the H0 II S e \'/0 U 1dim pea c h the 
Presid~nt on the basis of the evidence it had then. Since then 
it has received transcripts and it has the evidence, such as 
it is, of the President's noncompliance with various subpoenas. 
Would you still make that assessment? 

A T TOR NE Y G ENE R A L S A X BE: No, I vi 0 u 1 d nit. I \'10 U 1 d n ' t 
make any assessment now because I'm not close to what t~ey are 
hearing. I haven't heard one transcript. I don't know wha~ 
they've received. And I hope that live learned since January 
27th to keep my mouth shuta little more, not to make such guesses. 

WILL: Have you read the transcripts? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No. Oh, yes, live read them, 
not i nth eire n t ire t y, but Ire ad the par t s t hat I \"1 asin t ere sted 
'i n • 

WILL: Some people reading them have said that the 
transcripts call into question the role played by Assistant 
At tOtn c y G e nera 1 II en1" y Pet er sen, \'/11 0, duri n 9 f\ Pr i 1, par tic u , il r 1y • 
of 1 9 73, \'/ asin . c los e con t act \'/ i t h the Pre sid e n t . . • 

ATT 0 R N E Y G ENE R A L S l\ XBE: Yes, Irea d t hat • 



WILL: What do you have to say about that? Do you 
ct'h ink they com pro m i s e jll r. Pet e r sen a tall? 

ATTORUEY GEilERAL SAXBE: Hell, 11m sure that if t~r. 
Pete~sen knew that his conversations with the President were 
being relayed, he would not have made them. ·But Petersen's 
only bos.s at· that ·time VldS ·the...Pr·esjd·e·nt of the United Stat.es, 
and he had to look to someone. If you \-,i11. r·ecall·,.l\ttorney:. 
General Kleindienst at that time had recused himself from this 
investigation. It was proceeding in an orderly manner. Mr. 
Pet er sen vI a s ass u red t hat the Pre sid en t VI asin t ere s ted i n f 0 1 1 0 vii ng 
through, on seeing that the guilty were prosecuted. And so 
Petersen, as he does now with me, looked to the President as 
his superior and the man to report to, which he did. 

HI L L : But you t hink had he kn0 vi nile \'/ a s be 'j n9 tap e d 

he would have done something differently. What would he have 

done? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Well, I don't think the taping 

wa s imp 0 r tan t . I t hink v/ hat . . . 


WILL: Hell, taping .and subsequently released. 

ATTO~NEY GENERAL SAXBE: Yeah. Well, that isn't whatls 
important. What would have been important to Mr. Petersen would 

have b~en had he known that what he was talking to the President 

in tRe privacy of the room and the secrecy that befJts a grand 

jury prosecution -- if he'd known that, that would have turned 


.him off [sic], that it was thereafter immediately discussed 

with numerous people and leaked allover. 


WILL: Who was then discussing it? I mean who was 

doing so~ething wrong? 


A T TOR tI E Y G E t·j ERA L S A X BE: Hell, the Pre s ; den tin dis c u s sin g 
t his g ran d j u r y mat eria 1 \'/ i t h Hr. Hal d e r.l a nan d t·1 r. E h r 1 i c h man, 
or who eve rca!!l e i nth e 0 f fie e . . 

WILL: So your reading of the transtripts is that they 
c·a1 1 i nto que s t ion not the be hav i 0 r 0 f to! r. Pet e r sen) but the 
behavior of r··~r. Nixon. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXGE: That's right. Mr. Petersen 

i sapr 0 • And yet i n \'/0 r kin 9 \~ i tilt he grun d j u r y, he kno\'/ S 


t hat he i s not to dis c u S $ tho s e !1l a t t c r s, ex c e p t \'1i t h h i. s 9 r 0 u p 

of 1a \,1y Cr san d ash e c II n ; nth e Jus tic e 0 c pit r tIne nt, tho s e p e 0 p 1 e 

wor'king on the case with him. tie presumed that the President 

Was \-/orking on the case \'lith him. He \,/as his only superior. 




The r e \</ a s n0 A t tor ncy G e n era ·1 i nth isma t t e r . . . 

rJ ILL : \,1 as t hat) you say... 

ATTORNEY GEr!ERAL Sf\XBE: ... to discuss it with him 

and said that this will never go outside the room [sic]. Gut 

it did. 


WILL~ So the President lied to him? 

A T TOR N E Y G E N [ R A L SAX 8 E : I don I t kn0 vi v/ he the 1" he i i ed 
to 'h i m 0 r not. All I kno \'I i s t hat C1 f t er t 11 e dis c u s s ion s, the r e 
we ref u r the r dis cu s s ion S \'I i t h i nth at roo In 0 n. mat t e r s t hat r'i r . 
Petersen had brought in about what was happening before the 
grand jury. And this was wrong. 

WILL: Does this, do you think, reflect a kind of casual 
attitude toward seeing that the laws are enforced on the part 
of the President? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Either that or a lack of knowledge
about a grand jury proceeding. 

WILL: [Attorney] General Saxbe, you've said that not 
only is Water~afe the greatest cloud on our country in its history, 
b u .t t hat i t mus t bere sol v e d) 1\ and not \'/ i t hac 0 smet i c p l' 0 (; e s !;) • II 

That IS' LIte phrase you used ... 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Well •.. 

WILL : Hhat \'/ ere you a f r aid .0 f when yo 1I men t ion e d II a 

cosmetic.•. ?,. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: It could be swept uhder the 

rug; Con~ress will get tired of it and people will get tired 

ofit, and ; til 1 b e bus i n e s s asus u a 1 and \'/ e t 1 1 b e b a c kin a 
campaign and money will be floating around -- all of these things.
I think that if we don't want just a cosmetic effect, we1re 
going to have to have tough campaigning laws. I believe that 
we're going to have to make people realize that you just can1t 
g~t away with things that they were doing. I don't mean just 

'-t. his ad mi 11 i s t rat ion . I don I t mea 11 the t'j i x0 n adill i n i s t rat ion . 
I mean previous practices that had grown up over the years. 

Now one thing that I don't want to see happen is that 
\1/ e get s 0 \'/ r 0 U S h t u P 0 vc; r t his t hat Hem a k e ins tit uti 0 na 1 c han 9 e s . 
And you'll notice I talked about this. In other words that 
if we would set up a permanent special prosecutor beyond the 
t' e a c h 0 f the e1c c tor ate, i f \</ eweret 0 h a v e a n e 1e c t i v c /\ t tor n e y 



General, if we would so weaken the presidency, or if we just 
,.sa -I d, VIe 11, t h ; s s y stem i s n 't 'tIO r k ; n9 and \'/ e ',11 got 0 a par 1 i am en ta r y 
5Ys t em \'I her e ,\'I e can h a v e a V 0 teo f con f ide n c e : I t h ink \v e I d 
be \'1 ron g, bee a usc i f the reI s a fa i 1urei nth is, i tis a f ail u r e 
of men. It's not of our -- of our system. And the one thing 
that 1'm interested in in this is that I can operate the Justice 
Department in ,my stay there to show people that the Justice 
D~partment can operate fairly, firmly and without falling into 
these traps of institutional change and to follow false trails 
and ••• 

~1 ILL : vJ ell, you men t ion edthe Specia 1 Pro sec utor . • • 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXDE: Right. 

WILL: Now, that's an exampl€ of patching something 

on~o our normal system. And it seems to me it puts you in a 

'",,~icus po sit ion, and 1e t me ex p1a i n \'I hy . St. C1a i)" say s -
t:h t 11 i G:' sid e n tis 1a\'I y er' say s t hat J a \,10 r s k"j i san em ploy eC 0 f 
the ~,esident and therefore should not go to court to sue him. 
J ud~e, Sir i cas Ll y s t hat t hat ,1 0 0 k s 1 ike anat t e iii pt to COin pro mi s e 
the 'independence of the Special Prosecutor that is guaranteed 
him in his charier. During AttornC!y General Saxbe's confirmation, 
he swear s t hat he \,1 i 11 fig h t for J a \'/0 r s k oj I sri g h t top roc e e d 
as he sees fit.· 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Right. 
 	 -... ... ;.: .... 


, 0' ,"' o' .' vl ILL : PI 0 \'I, d0 you h a v e a job to don 0 \'/ t 0 fig ht for

~av/o r ski I sri gh t top roc eed ash e see s fit, VI hi chi s sui n9 the 

President in court? What are you doing for Jaworski is what 

I'm asking.' 


1 11,ATT 0RNE Y GENERk~L ShAXBE:b Ad" rigfh~, II'~ dobing thiS · 
III t e' '1 n g r'r. 1 J a \'J 0 r s, 1 tat no 0 y can 1 r ell m u t mea nd 

to take it easy and to cool it) because 11m not going to fire 
him • He' s 'g 0 i n9 t 0 s t a y the rea n d doh i s job. n0 \'/ the q uQ S t ion 
0 f \" hethe r tile rei sac0 nf 1 i c t bet \'I ee nth e ex ecut i v c d epa r tine n t 
itself is SOI;1(~thing that r~lr. Ja\'Jorski 's very alarmed about, 
be cause he say s t hat t his \'Ii 11k no c k h ; m 0 U t 0 f the ball 9am e . 
Pi 11 d i t v e r y \'/ e11 c0 U 1 d • [3 u t the rei s not h i n 9 t hat v; e can d0 

..a.b 0 U t t hat, be c a use i tis a que s t ion t 0 bed e t e r min e din the 

~upreme Court. And the Supreme Court has this before it. 


Now, ! think that having been raised, it will be backed 
a\va y fro m . I don Itt hink t hat wei reg 0 i n 9 top U s h the Sup rem e 
Co u r t tom (l k e t lli s dec i s i 0 h . I don Itt hink it \,1 a s r a i sed i n 
bad faitl" but, at the same time, I think it Nas raised rather
Cil S U il 1 1 Y · I don 'tthink i t 11 a S il ny 9rea t p1anthat ~I e Ire 90 i n 9 



to knock him out of the box \'lith this plan, because the Sp(:cial 

Prosecutor' vIas recogn;'zed by the President, by the Attorney

Gte n e r u1, by t 1\ e Con 9res s a S com i 11 gin for asp ec i fie pur p0 s e • 

-.~;~ e all kn e \'J t his . i\ n d t hat IS\'1h Y I say I can h e 1 p Hr. J u \'{O r ski 
by say i n9 to him "R e1a x • r~ 0bod y can fir e you but me, and rim 
not g0 i n9 to. II . And I ass u r e you t hat i f the Pre sid en t \-',' ant ed 
to get rid of him so bad that he'd fire lIle, he'd have to go 
pre tty far do \'{ 11 the '1 i ne i nth e Jus tic e 0epa r t m e 11 t . 

WILL: Would you have fired Archibald Cox? 

ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No. 

HILL : ~IJ hy not? 

ATTORNEY GEUERAl SAX!3E: I don't -- -r don't think there 
was goo d c a use to fir eArchi b a 1 d Cox. And I VI a s f run l~ 1 y dis a ppoi nted 
that Mr. Richardson saw fit to fire him, or to resign. He could 
have -- it se:ems to me, he could have stood his ground and SClY 
II Nr. Cox s t ny s • II 

HILL : 0i d j;t r. B0 r k the n d0 s 0 met h i n 9 \,1 ron 9 -i n fir i n 9 

Special Prosecutor Cox? 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: No, I think Mr. Bork performed 

a s e r vic e i nth a tit Ii a d to s top s 0 r.l e p 1 ace. And h e VI a s -... he' s 

a genuine guy int~rested in the Justice Department, and he was 

de t e rill; ned to see t hat i teo ntin uedt 0 0 perate. And t hat \'J a s 

the'only \'lay he could see to do i,t . 


. WILL: [Attorney] General Saxbe, we1re out of time. 

Thanks for coming. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL SAXBE: Thank you. 

ANNOUNCER: From Washington, NPACT has brought you 

II Has h i 11 9ton S t t; a i 9 h t Tal k II vJi t h 1\ t tor n c y G e n e r u 1 \.) i 11 i u m S a x b e 

and sy ndie ate d co 1 u 1':1 n i s t G e 0 rg e t'i ill. Next \-/ e e k 0 n II t'l a s If i n 9 ton 

St r a i 9 11 t Tal k , II S e 11 ate rl a j 0 r i t Y Lea d e r t;l ike j.j a nsf i e 1 d vii t h N PAC T 

correspondent Paul Duke. 
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