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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

July 7, 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: JIM CANNON ﬂ B
THROUGH: PHIL BUCHEN ‘/&/ ’
FROM: KEN LAZARUS Q‘J
SUBJECT: ""Saturday Nigiﬁ: Specials®

This is to suggest that the draft memorandum to the President
on the referenced subject include at the bottom of page 2 prior
to the caption ""Discussion'’, the following paragraph:

- ""Note: ATF and Justice are currently drafting
language changes in the bill and/or section-by-
section analysis to authorize the transfer of a
small number of highly concealable yet expensive
weapons between licensed collectors only. This
approach would suffer none of the infirmities
noted above and may be acceptable to Senator
Hruska. The results of this effort and Senator
Hruska's reaction to it will be available at
our meeting on the subject.

ATF and Justice will have this draft language available tomorrow,
and I shall discuss the matter with Senator Hruska tomorrow
afternoon. Therefore, it might be best to schedule a meeting on
the subject on Wednesday.
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REDRAFT -- with Chapman &
Liazarus changes

I want to talk today about a topic that has beenﬂdeep in
your deliberations -- crime. It touches the lives of every
Californian and every American.

Not long ago, I received a letter from a mother of two
children who has been robbed six times, twice this summer.

The situation has gotten so bad, she says, that when she
leaves fo.r work every day she carries her television, clock radio
and other household valuables with her in the trunk of her car to
keep them from getting stolen.

>”I now live in fear,' she says. "I can't leave my home
and go to the store or work., I can't leave the house vacént.

"What, " she asks, "does one do f01: protection of your
life and your freedom? "

Americans everywhere are asking thatvquestion. They are
asking it of every officer of government who has sworn an oath to
protect and defend a Constitution dedicated to the protection of
life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness, and which seeks to
ensure domestic tranquility.

That Constitutional charge, to all of us who serve in

government, is today under increasing assault:
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-- When the very lives of Americans are hostage to an
epidemic of murders now numbering 20, 000 victims a year;
~-- When the liberties of every American are curbed

because they cannot walk the streets of their community in safety

or feel secure in their homes;
-- When the pursuit of happiness is diminished by violence,

and the threat of violence, that cast a daily shadow over the lives

of ordinary citizens in their daily pursuits.

I do not come before you to suggest easy answers. The
best minds in the Nation who have devoted themselves to the

problem of crime now recognize that no easy solutions are at

hand.
The consensus today is that the "solutions'' of the past have

There is a growing recognition that the first thing

not worked.
we must understand is that we do not fully understand.

Crime, its origins, its prevention and the rehabilitation

of those convicted of crimes raise tangled and complex issues that

will not yield to simple answers.
The individual and social costs of crime cannot be ignored.

It involves tens of thousands of personal tragedies, the unproductive

use of resources and the danger of creating deep fractures within
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Those who call for strong measures to increase the
protection of citizens from the rise in crime are called 'redneck!
'hardhat' or other derogatory teﬁs.

The plain truth is, we are all Americans and we share
in all these problems of crime together.

If we are to find sensible, rational solutions, we need to
stop calling each other names. Let's fight crime, not each other.

That is, I realize, easier said than done. It is hard to
break free of the patterns of the past. But we can do it.

As a beginning, I suggest that we seek common ground,
sof;lething we can all agree on. If we can find a new beginning poinf,
we can begin to banish the old emotions and the dangerous rhetoric
that has separated us in our common quest for answers.

In my message to Congress on crime last June, I proposed
such a new beginning. I said then -- and I repeat now -- that our first
concern must always be with the innocent victims of crime.

That is not to say that we should not also impx:ove the
quality of our criminal justice system. There is much in that system --
both state and federal -- that is unfair. In the recent past, there has
been a great emphasis on improving the rights of the accused. No

one can quarrel with the aim to assure that our criminal justice system



is administered fairly and justly. We cannot ignore it, and I have
made a number of recommendations for that purpose in my crime
message. But our most urgent concern must be for the protection
of innocent victims. \
These are not mutually exclusive goals. We do not, and
shall not, have to abandon our concern for justice to protect the
i;'mocent victims. But our most urgent priority now must be for our
citizens. who find their lives, their safety and their property in
ipcreasing jeopardy by a rising tide of lawlessness and violence.
A step in that common direction is to be found in taking
‘thé initiative against violent crime. Murder, rape, armed robbery,
break-ins -- these are the kinds of crimes that upset and outrage
law—ébiding citizens.
The most violent weapon in violent crime is the firearm.
One squeeze of a finger and the victim is dead, injured or crippled
for life. Trigg ering a bullet is an irreversible act, for both the
criminal and the victim alike.
In my recent recommendations to reform the‘Federal
Criminal Justice System, I proposed mandatory minimum sentences
for persons who commit Federal offenses involving the use of a

dangerous weapon.
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This legislation would deny probation to any person
convicted of a serious crime who had used firearms in the act
of committing that crime.

Such a law would have two edges: it would discourage the
use of firearms by the criminally inclined anci it would place those
not thus; restrained into jails and out of fhe community.

I have also proposed legislation to prohibit the manufacture,
assembly or sale of cheap handguns -- Saturday Night Specials --
and the strengthening of the laws aimed at cutting of f illegal
con;lmerce in handguns.

1 have also directed the Treasury Department to double its
investigative efforts in the nation's ten largest metropolitan areas
and to immediately employ and train an additional 500 firearms
investigators in this effort.

However, the use of firearms by criminals is principally

a problem at the state and local level,



I therefore commend the members of this legislature
for their current efforts to shape a sound piece of legislation
whose purpose is to deter the use of firearms by criminals.

Getting the violent criminal -- especially the career
criminal -- off the street is by no means a comprehensive
program of crime control. But it does oéen the way toward
greater public acceptance of such a program.

As long asAmericans fear for their safety and that of
their loved ones, as long as they read accounts in their news-
papers of fellow citizens victimized by those who have been
previously apprehended or convicted of violent crime; for just
that long will public anger, fear and apprehension stand in the
way of comprehensive programs geared at the prevention of
crime and the rehabilitation of offenders.

The Federal government cannot by itself end crime in the
streets. But it can and it will assist the States and local govern-
ments to mount a more effective attack on the problem. And it
will cooperate with the efforts of States and local governments

in that effort.




To that end, I have recommended that the annual funding
for the Law Enforcement Assistarce Administration be increased.
from $1.25 billion to $1. 3 billion. The additional funds over five
years will enable the agency to emphasize programs aimed at
reducing crime in heavily populated urban areas. Itisin these
areas that the problem of violent street crime has reached evpidemic
proportions.

The LEAA "High Impact' program, which is designed to
help citie.s and counties with high crime rates, has had encouraging
success. This additional authorization will permit LEAA to build
on that success.

If Congress enacts this and other features of the program
to combat crime which I have recommended including criminal
code reform and a Federal program of victim compensation. I am
confident that we will measurably strengthen the attack.

No overnight success is in prospect. But a sound beginning
in the right direction can ensure steady progress.

Those of us at all levels of government must work toward
that goal. Together, we can make domestic tranquility a goal
realizable in our time.

Let us begin the quest.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON ‘d‘,

October 22, 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR: DON RUMSF ELD
FROM: BARRY ROTH S
SUBJECT: Carrying of Weapons by

Private Bodyguards

Referencing your inquiry, the carrying of weapons by private
bodyguards is controlled by the laws of the individual states
and frequently the cities as well, There is no national
licensing system that would preempt Sammy Davis' bodyguard

%"+ from having to comply with this myriad of different provisions.

' . The only thing he can do is check with local police officials

*% _'in advance of travel or on arrival to determine whether he

- *can carry his' weapon, and what are the relevant restrictions.

To minimize the burden of this, he might wish to apply for
licenses in the localities he knows that he will be traveling
to most frequently. ’

The carrying of weapons overseas is even more complicated.
Many foreign governments, e.g., Canada and Great Britain,
have only reluctantly allowed the Secret Service to carry
weapons while protecting the President and Vice President,
Again, the bodyguard will have to inquire in advance of
travel in a particular country.

Attached is a compilation of the various state laws concerning
gun permits which might be of some assistance to the body-
guard. I would be pleased to call him or do otherwise as

you wish.

bcc: Phil Buchen -






You can be assured that the President will appreciate your

attention to this problem.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,

(| et Tl

Buchen
Counsel to the President

The Honorable Carl T. Curtis
United States Senate
Washington, D, C., 20510

cc: Senator Henry Bellmon
Senator Pete Domenici
Senator Paul Fannin
Senator Jake Garn
Senator Robert Griffin
Senator Clifford Hansen
Senator Jesse Helms
Senator Paul Laxalt
Senator William Roth
Senator John Stennis
Senator Strom Thurmond
Senator Milton Young






