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NATIONAL POLL FINDS LAW ENFORCEMENT

OVERWHELMINGLY SUPPORTS COMMUNITY POLICIN G
February 23, 1995 )

L Police' chicfs and county sheriffs support community policing. A new poll has
found that a majority of the nation’s police chiefs and county sheriffs believe

community policing -- one of the comerstones of the 1994 Crime Act - is the best
way to fight crimc.

RT ' CIN

L Poll asserts Community policing is cost-effective. The national poll found thar 56
percent of the chiefs and sheriffs surveyed called community policing the most cosz-
Mmg{ggy_[ﬁﬁgmm. The President’s 100,000 COPS Program is a
national conimunity policing strategy - building partnerships between the police and
the citizens they serve to find permanent solutions to crime problems.

¢ Poll identifies Neighborhood Watch as effective community policing. An example
of a community policing partnership that effectively reduces crime is Neighborhood

Watch. Fifty-five percent of the chiefs and sheriffs surveyed found these programs to
be extiremely cost effecrive ar Ppreventing crime.

¢ Demand is high for the 100,000 COPS Program. Law enforcement agencies all
across the country want to expand community policing, The COPS Office has
received applications for community policing grants from over 10,000 law

enforcement agencies nationwide -~ more than half of the police and sheriffs
departments in Amerigg.

0 More than 7,100 -- 49 percent -- of the «cities, towns and villages with
populations below 50,000 applied for COPS FAST grants under the Crime
Bill, knowing that no local match waivers would be granted under that
program. They requested close to 18,000 additional officers -- to fund all of
them would have cost $1.1 billion.

0 Close to 900 larger citics and counties with populations above 50,000 applied
for COPS AHEAD grants — more than 50 percent of the eligible jurisdictions.
Again, they did so with the knowledge that they would not receive a local
match waiver,

o The Department of Justice received 2,764 applications for grants under the
Police Hiring Supplement Program in FY 1994.
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¢ The fact that chiefs and sheriffs believe in community policlng should not
surprise anyone. The 100,000 COPS program was developed by the Clinton
Administration and a bipartisan majority of the Congress with the guidance and

support of every major nationa] law enforcement organization.

MORE FQUIPMENT

4 The 100,000 Cops Program provides training and equipment. The survey also
found that 56 percent of the chiefs and sheriffs surveyed said that expanded training
and more equipment were very cost-effective in fighting crime.

e Responding to the Demand: the COPS MORE (Making Officer
Redeployment Effective) program will provide grants to local police
departments to purchase equipment and technology, hire civilians, or pay
overtime to help them move more officers into community policing.

. Technical assistance and training is available from the COPS Office for local
police departments to help them expand community policing.

. Innovative community policing grants will be available for equipment,
overtime, training, and other uses which will advance community policing —
independent of redeployment or hiring requirements.

THE CRITICS ARE WRONG

Some folks say that Washington shouldn’t “force” police to do community policing.
These critics fail to realize that police told the President and the Congress that they wanted to
expand community policing. Communi icing is muni ntrol -
roviding communities with th eir_specific law enfo tn
concerns. That’s why the 100,000 COPS program was put in the Crime Bill. This
Administration is committed to keeping it there, -
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By Sam Vincent Meddis
and Mimi Ball
USA TODAY

A new poll of police chlefs
and county sheriffs across the
gation shows a difference of
opinion on some key parts of
the crimedighting approach of
the GOP Congress.

Among the Indings:

» 56% consider communlty
policing 2 “very” costeffective
way to cut crime.

»31% cite reducing drug
abuse gs a primary focus In re-
ducing violent crime.

b 584 supporl the death

ty philosophically but say

s aot effective in law enforces
meat,

~In melr heart of hearts
most (palice) koow thet you
can't incarcerate or execute
your way out of crime,” says
James Fyte, a Temple Univer-
sty ciminolegist and ex-New

York polics lieutenant.
The survey of 386 top oft-

cers, released today by the

Death Pepalty Information
Center, follows passage in the
House lag week of a Republ-
can bill increasing prison
spending
. ‘The new bill also eliminates
community policing require-
ments in federal anticrime
grants. Community policing
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AMERICANS SUPPORT THE 1994 CLINTON CRIME ACT
February 28, 1995

¢ Efforts to undo the 1994 Crime Act are out of step with the American people.
A CBS/New York Times poll found that a majority of Americans are opposed to
the current efforts by the Congress to repeal or alter many of the most important
aspects of the 1994 Crime Act.

A substantial majority [of Americans] favor the ban on assault weapons that
the Republicans have vowed to overturn, and most objected to a bill thar
‘has passed the House and would give rowns and cities more discretion in
spending money that was targeted by President Clinton specifically for more
officers. :

-- The New York Times, February 28, 1995

¢ A majority of Americans want 100,000 cops on the street. Rather than a block
grant -- that could not guarantee that even one new police officer will be hired —
53% of Americans prefer money to be dedicated to putting 100,000 cops on the
streets of America.

"That was wrong [to pass the House Law Enforcement Block Grant]. Now
the money won't hit the street like it should.”

-- Gary Gasque, a registered Republican who responded to
the poll.

* The vast majority of Americans favor the Clinton position on search warrants
-- balancing the need for a search warrant with preventing the guilty from
going free. The Administration supports a "good faith exception” for police
officers who obtain a warrant to carry out a search. Evidence obtained in good
faith and with a warrant should not be suppressed -- the guilty should not go free.
6€9% of the American people agree with this position and say that a search without
a warrant is a BAD IDEA.

¢ Law makers should listen to the American people -- do not retreat on the fight
against crime. As the Senate prepares to take up legislation that seeks to undo
much of the 1994 Crime Act, they should weigh their positions carefully. To
repeal the 100,000 Cops Program and other critical issues under the 1994 Crime
Act would renege on the promise to the law enforcement community and to
ordinary Americans to fight crime in a balanced, tough, and smart fashion. We
must instead move forward in the fight against crime.
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House Appropriations Subcommittee

Hangs-up on Battered Women!
February 24, 1995

House Appropriators slash the Domestic Violence Hotline by one MILLION
dollars. Late Wednesday, when few were watching, the House Appropriations
Subcommiittee on Labor and Health and Human Services (HHS) voted to rescind $1

million in funding for the National Domestic Violence Hotline.

The Domestic Viclence Hotline — a Lifeline for Battered Women. The Domestic
Violence Hotline is one of the initiatives created by the Violence Against Women Act
in the 1994 Crime Act to help combat crime against women. The National Domestic
Violence Hotline provides a lifeline for victims of domestic violence and sex abuse.
The Hotline will operate toll-free, 24-hours a day and will provide multi-lingual crisis
counseling, problem-solving techniques, and referrals for battered women, their
families, and advocates. The hotline will serve the entire U.S. and its territories.

Action by Appropriators tells women you must "suffer in silence.” A bi-partisan

majority of Congress voted last year to create the Hotline -- a simple but necessary

tool to reduce violence against women in this country. Why are they going back in

the fight against Domestic Violence? The Subcommittee’s actions sends the message
nce again, women victims must suffer in silence.

Appropriators also vote to take away safe havens for children. The funding cut
for the Hotline came as part of a larger rescission bill, which among other
rescissions, terminated $27 million dollars in funding for the Community Schools
Initiative — which seeks to keep schools open for young people to provide them with
a safe and constructive alternative to street comers, alley ways and gang turf. The

House Appropriations Full Committee is scheduled to take action on the bill next
week

Nearly half of all adults say they personally know at least one victim of
spousal abuse .... Younger Americans are muck more likely to know
when a friend or relative has been beaten in the home.

— The Washington Times, February 24, 1995

Appropriators are turning their backs on the most vulnerable of society. Ata
time when spousal abuse is on the rise, according to the Washington Times, the
House Appropriators are taking away from the most vulnerable in our society to
presumably finance capital gains cuts for the wealthy.
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THE HOUSE TURNS BACK:
YESTERDAY’S CRIME VOTE WAS A VOTE AGAINST LAW ENFORCEMENT
' FEBRUARY 15, 1995

° Politics as usual. Yesterday’s vote to take away 100,000 cops from America’s
streets was an exercise in politics as usual. The House broke ranks with law
enforcement and voted 235-196 — largely along party lines -- to repeal one of
President Clinton’s most important legislative accomplishments. The House turned its
back on the President’s commitment to put 100,000 cops on the streets of America.
Make no mistake; yesterday’s vote was a vote against law enforcement.

L The COPS Program has proven effective . . .

With yesterday’s vote, the House has attempted to scrap a program with
proven results: The 100,000 COPS program is popular with law enforcement,
it is efficient, and it works. In just four months, grants have been awarded to
hire 17,000 new police officers, and thousands of local jurisdictions have
applied.

L The House alternative has proven nothing.

What’s the House alternative? An unproven, untested, and unaccountable
program that does little to insure effective results, all in the name of
"flexibility".

o Fewer Police, Less Prevention, and No Guarantees,

Not only does the House alternative give communities $2.5 billion less for both
prevention and police, it does not guarantee that a single officer will be hired or
that a single program will be used to prevent crime. The Crime Law provides
flexibility to cities and towns, but also guarantees results.

o President Clinton has renewed his promise to veto any legislation that retreats
from his goal to put 100,000 new police on the streets. The House bill backtracks
from the President’s commitment to introduce 100,000 commumty-onented police
officers on to the streets of America to fight crime. It cannot stand.

° Cautious Optimism For Senate Support of COPS Program. While House
Republicans chose to march in virtual lock-step with the Republican leadership, voting
to repeal the COPS Program, Senate Republicans may not be as quick to do the
same. The Administration will be happy to work with the Senate, including Judiciary
Committee Chairman Orin Hatch and Majority Whip Trent Lott to make sure that the
President’s goal of 100,000 new cops becomes reality.



., 02/24/85 12:59 ©202 514 1724 DOJ-0AAG

S 001/002

Dffice of the Attarucy General
Wasfjington, B. ¢ 20530

- FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL COVER SHEET

DATE: | 2 -RY 95

TO: -- RayY3 e,
FACSIMILE NO. J Y56~ 428
TELEPHONE NO.

FROM: Liz Hsvman
FACSIMILE NO. S14-1724

TELEPHON_E NO. 514-2107

NUMBER OF PAGES INCLUDING COVER SHEET:

COMMENTS:



. 02/24/95 12:59  B202 514 1724 ___DO0J-0AAG @ooz/002

House Appropriations Subcommittee

Hangs-up on Battered Women!
February 24, 1995

L J House Appropriators slash the Domestic Violence Hotline by one MILLION
dollars. Late Wednesday, when few were watching, the House Appropriations
Subcommittee on Labor and Health and Human Services (HHS) yoted to rescind $1

million in funding for the National Domestic Violence Hotline.

¢ The Domestic Violence Hotline — a Lifeline for Battered Women. The Domestic
Violence Hotline is one of the initiatives created by the Violence Against Women Act
in the 1994 Crime Act to help combat crime against women. The National Domestic
Violence Hotline provides a lifeline for victims of domestic violence and sex abuse.
The Hotline will operate toll-free, 24-hours a day and will provide multi-lingual crisis
counseling, problem-solving techniques, and referrals for battered women, their
families, and advocates. The hotline will serve the entire U.S. and its territories.

¢ Action by Appropriators tells women you must "suffer in silence." A bi-partisan
majority of Congress voted last year to create the Hotline -- a simple but necessary
tool to reduce violence against women in this country. Why are they going back in
the fight against Domestic Violence? The Subcommittee’s acti ends th
nce again, women victims must suffer in silence.

¢ Appropriators also vote to take away safe havens for children. The funding cut
for the Hotline came as part of a larger rescission bill, which among other
rescissions, terminated $27 million dollars in funding for the Community Schools
Initiative -- which seeks to keep schools open for young people to provide them with
a safe and constructive alternative to street corners, alley ways and gang turf. The
House Appropriations Full Committee is scheduled to take action on the bill next
week. '

Nearly half of all adulis say they personally know ar least one victim of
spousal abuse .... Younger Americans are much more likely to know
when a friend or relative has been beaten in the home.

-- The Washington Times, February 24, 1995

L J Appropriators are turning their backs on the most vulnerable of society. At a
time when spousal abuse is on the rise, according to the Washington Times, the
House Appropriators are taking away from the most vulnerable in our society to
presumably finance capital gains cuts for the wealthy.
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GRASSROOTS OPPOSITION TO GOP CRIME BILLS CONTINUES
March 7, 1995

Recent actions by national organizations reflect their
constituents' opposition to the GOP's approach to fighting crime:

¢

The National Association of Police Organizations (NAPO)
reaffirms it support for the President's efforts to put
100,000 new police officers on America's streets. In a
meeting today with Attorney General Reno, the leadership of
NAPO--which represents rank-and-file police officers--
reaffirmed its support for the President's police hiring.
program and its opposition to law enforcement block grants.
According to Robert T. Scully, NAPO's Executive Director,
“NAPO members fought hard for this and we think it is
ludicrous to dismantle this important program after 10,000
police officers have been funded."

The National Association of Counties (NACo) opposes GOP cuts
to prevention programs. The Board of Directors of NACo
yesterday adopted a resolution calling on the President to
veto any new crime measure that does not maintain a balanced
approach to funding for crime prevention. NACo opposes the
House of Representative's attempt to increase prison
construction expenditures at the expense of crime
prevention.

NACo also opposes GOP efforts to impose additional burdens
on states seeking to qualify for prison construction
funding. 1In another resolution, NACo directors opposed the
House crime bill's requirement that all violent offenders
serve 85 percent of their sentences. NACo also opposes the
elimination of the current comprehensive planning process
which assures that states undertake an integrated approach
to management and operation of correctional facilities and
programs.

These actions clearly reflect grassroots opposition to the
crime package passed recently by the House of
Representatives. Average Americans do not want to turn back
in the fight against violent crime.
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Full House Appropriations Committee
THINK BEFORE YOU CUT ...
FROM CHILDREN AND CRIME FIGHTING
March 2, 1995

Today, the full House Appropriations Committee will choose between the
interests of law abiding citizens and some of the most vulnerable of our society -- and
giving relief to the wealthy. The full House Appropriations Committee meets today to take
a final vote on rescissions from funds already promised under 1995 budgets. Thus far,
rescissions in House Appropriations Subcommittees have targeted the most vulnerable of our -
society and much of those monies will likely be used to fund a capital gains tax cut proposal
that will aid the wealthy.

HOUSE APPROPRIATORS HAVE TARGETED VALUABLE CRIME FIGHTING
PROGRAMS THAT HIT KIDS. BATTERED WOMEN AND DRUG ENFORCEMENT:

* Hanging-up on the Domestic Violence Hotline. A bi-partisan majority of Congress
voted last year to create the Hotline -- a simple but necessary tool to reduce violence
against women in this country. Last week the House Appropriations Subcommittee on

Labor and Health and Human Services (HHS) voted to rescind $1 million in funding

for the National Domestic Violence Hotline. The Subcommittee’s actions sends the

message that. once again, women victims must suffer in silence.

¢ Turning kids away from safe havens and onto the streets. The funding cut for the
IHotline came as part of a larger rescission bill, which among other rescissions,
terminated $27 million dollars in funding for the Community Schools Initiative --
which seeks to keep schools open for young people to provide them with a safc and
constructive alternative 1o street corners, alley ways and gang turf.

¢ Millions eliminated for Drug Courts The House Approprxatxons Subcommmee on
Commerce, Justice, State and the Judiciary voted to tenminate $28 million in funding
for Drug Courts. This will only allow offenders with drug problems to keep
spinning through the criminal justice system’s revolving door. Last year Congress
made the commitment to this program, which seeks to coerce abstinence. Without
Drug Courts, substance abuse offenders will continue to prey repeatedly upon
communities as they traipse through a criminal justice system that fails to affcct the
addictions that drive their damaging behavior.

* Punishing vulnerable children by telling them to "fend for themselves.” Last
year, a bi-partisan majority of Congress voted to create the Qunce of Prevention
Grants and extended a helping hand to children growing-up in difficult environments.
The House Appropriators’ actions in eliminating $1.5 million in funds for this
valuable program tells these children to "fend for themselves."
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PRESIDENT CLINTON WILL VETO ANY BILL THAT ABOLISHES

THE 100,000 COPS PROGRAM
February 13, 1995

In his radio address on Saturday, the President said:

"I made a commitment, a promise to put 100,000 more police on our streets, because
there is simply no better crime JSighting tool 10 be found. And I intend 1o keep thar
promise. Anyone on Capitol Hill who wants to play partisan politics with police
officers for America should listen carefully: I will veto any effort to repeal or
undermine the 100,000 police commitment, period, " .

H.R, 72 K BACK ON FI,

No Guarantees that cven one new police officer will be hired: The 1994 Crime
Law guarantees 100,000 new police on the streets of America engaging in community
policing. Already, grants for nearly 17,000 new officers have been awarded, in cities
and towns across the country. Indeed, as a sure sign of its need, virtually half of all
police departments in the country have already applied for COPS grants! Law
E—"MMMMMM.

-~ The only thing H.R. 728 guarantees is fewer new police on the streets of
America ... there will be fewer police to build partnerships with communities;
fewer police to work with residents to reduce and control crime; fewer police
to keep our streets safe for law-abiding citizens.

Taking a Walk on Accountability to the American Taxpayer: Under H.R. 728,
money would be distributed with no strings attached. It is super-pork of the highest
order. While the bill has been amended to prohibit the use of funds for the purchase
of tanks or airplanes, how many thousands of ridiculous uses have not been explicitly
prohibited -- how much money will be spent on thousands of wasteful purposes rather
than on more police officers? Who knows -- the bill provides for no accountability of
the use of $10 billion!

Police versus Pork. The 1994 Crime Act is paid for by reducing the size of the
Federal Government. The President said on Tuesday: "I didn’t fight to cut 100,000
bureaucrats so we could trade them in for an old-fashioned pork barrel program."

Hoops, Hurdles and Fits for Local GoVer_nh:énts. Rather than forging a partnership
between Federal, State and local governments to effectively and efficiently fight crime
-- as has been done under the 1994 Crime Act -- H.R, 728 builds roadblocks to crime

fighting.
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-~ "The creation of local advisory boards required under H.R. 728,
designed to review applications, would add another layer of
 bureaucracy and would delay Federal dollars from getting to the front
lines quickly. o -

-~ Mayors would have to.defer to Governors on crime fighting strategies,
even though mayors, police chiefs and community leaders already know
~ best what works for their community.

L= Rather than receiving grants direétly’to meet their particular needs, -
small towns and rural communities would have to seck their portion of
federal dollars from a pool distributed by the Governor of their State.

Replacing Crime Fighters with Administrators. The COPS Program under the
1994 Crime Act is efficient and centralized. In distributing grants for nearly 17,000
police officers in just four months, the COPS office is under budget and ahead of
schedule. Yet the proposed block grant would move slowly, delay crime fighting
efforts and would shave off more of the taxpayers money to pay for its administrative
costs.

- Whereas the COPS Office has administrative costs of Jjust .08% of the
grant funds in FY 1995, the block grant permits 2.5% of the funds to
be spent on federal administration. . - A virtually no-strings-attached,

I hat costs the Ameri li

@o03/005
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THE CLINTON ADMINISTRATION IS COMMITTED TO FIGHTING AND
PREVENTING CRIME IN RURAL AMERICA
March 9, 1995 I

"Rural America is losing its innocence to a
slow but steady rise in violent crime. "
A TODAY, March 9, 1995

The Clinton Administration has demonstrated its commitment to fighting and preventing violent
crime in rural America by providing:

¢ More Police Officers.

- The President’s Crime Bill requires that one-half of all police hiring grants go to
jurisdictions with a population under 150,000. This requirement ensures that
rural America will receive its fair share of officers.

-- Under the COPS FAST program, the Justice Department awarded grants to over
6,500 jurisdictions with populations under 50,000. These grants will put over
7,100 new community police officers in small towns and rural areas all over
America. . : - ' .

] More Crime Fighting Programs.

- Overall, the President’s Crime Bill authorizes $240 million for rural anti-crime
and drug enforcement efforts.

- Criminal History Record Automation. In addition, the $200 million National
Criminal History Improvement Program (NCHIP) assists states in automating

their criminal history records. Under this program, the Department of Justice has
designated five "priority” states -- all with large rural populations -- to receive
supplemental awards of up to $1 million to begin immediate automation.

-- Domestic Violence and Child Abuse. The Justice Department is currently
drafting regulations for the Rural Domestic Violence and Child Abuse
Enforcement Program, a cooperative effort between law enforcement officers,
prosecutors, and victim's advocacy groups to improve prosecution of domestic
violence and child abuse cases in rural areas.

¢ More Crime Prevention Programs.

- Violence Against Women Act (VAWA). VAWA provides substantial federal
resources -- $1.6 billion -- for police, prosecution, prevention, and victim service
initiatives in cases involving sexual violence or domestic abuse. The often
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HOUSE PROPOSES TO "BUST" THE VIOLENT CRIME CONTROL TRUST
'UND AND BREAK THE TRUST OF LAW ENFORCEMENT AND AMERICA
- March 17, 1995

Breaking a Promise to the American People. Yesterday, as part of a call to cut
discretionary spending by $100 billion, the House Budget Committee proposed to
slash the 1994 Violent Crime Control Trust Fund by $5 billion. Such a cut would
represent fully one-sixth of the total Congress promised to police and the American
people in last year’s Crime Bill.

Proposals to scale back our fight against violent crime shouldn’t even be on
the 1able. These cuts could mean fewer cells to house violent criminals and

Jewer police on America’s streets 1o fight them. If we make promises, we
ought to keep them.

-- Artorney General Janet Reno

9 The 1994 Crime Act: Promised by Congress and Paid For by Reducing the
Size of Government. The 1994 Violent Crime Control Act is a comprehensive
Strategy combining police, punishment, prisons, and prevention. To finance this
fight against crime in America, a Trust Fund was created that would take the
money saved by cutting the size of the federal government and put it into proven
and effective crime fighting programs.

"The rrust fund should not be touched. "

-- Hubie Williams
President, The Police Foundation

o Turning a Cold Shoulder to Law Enforcement ... Retreating From the Fight
Against Crime. Law Enforcement relied on the promise made to them by

Congress when last year it passed with bi-partisan support a tough, balanced, smart
Crime Bill. Now the House proposes to break that promise.

"Police are outraged.”

— Chris Sullivan
International Brotherhood of Police Officers

“If we cut back now, I think it’s going to send a clear message to the
people on the streets and the sheriffs of America that we are really not
serious at all about crime in Washington, D.C. "

-- Bud Meeks
Executive Director, the National Sheriffs Association
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A.G. VISITS “SAFE SCHOOLS" PROGRAM AT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

WHILE CONGRESS NEARS YOTE TO RESCIND FUNDING
MARCH 16, 1995

Today, Attorney General Reno joined Secretaries Shalala and Reilly in visiting the
Highland Elementary School in Wheaton, MD, to affirm her support for the Safe Schools
Initiative: She met with young students who are participating in innovative educational
and mediation programs that teach kids to address conflict without resorting to violence
and to turn away from drugs and substance abuse. This type of program is threatened by
the proposed rescissions that are scheduled for a vote today in the House of
Representatives.

¢

The Safe Schools Initiative helps kids. The Safe Schools Initiative provides grant
funds to high crime school districts aimed at preventing crime and helping our
children cope with the realities of ctime. By dealing with school crime, violence,
substance abuse and discipline problems, we can enhance school safety and
promote improved access to leaming.

Stopping Dropouts Now Stops Crime Later. If we do not offer the help to allow
kids to address conflict without resorting to violence or escaping through drugs, we
will send a terrible message to them. 82% of all the people in America’s prisons
are high school dropouts. We need to make our schools a place of creativity and
learning so that kids want to come to school and lead productive, healthy lives.

Safe Schools in Tandem with Critical 1994 Crime Act Programs Fight Crime.
Building on good programs such as the "Safe Schools Initiative," the 1994 Crime
Act, passed with bipartisan support, provided for proven and effective crime
fighting programs such as Drug Courts and Community Schools. Breaking the
cycle of crime and violence that is brought on by drug addiction and providing safe
havens for children so they don’t end up in peril on street corners, alley ways and
with gangs -- that is effective crime fighting.

Funds Should Not be Rescinded for Safe Schoals, Community Schools and
Drug Courts. Today, the House will vote on a rescission bill that cuts millions

from these essential crime fighting programs. These programs were enacted with

bipartisan support. Judges, prosecutors, police, and educators have smd these
programs work and they are expecting funds this year.
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THE ATTORNEY GENERAL HONORS D.C. DRUG COURT
WHILE THE HOUSE DEBATES RESCINDING DRUG COURT FUNDING
MARCH 15, 1995

Today, Attorney General Reno addresses recent graduates of the Washington, D.C. drug court
program, reiterating her long-standing support of drug court programs designed to break the link
between substance abuse and criminal activity. At the same time, the House of Representatives
is considering a rescission bill that would eliminate $28 million in federal drug court funding
contained in last year’s crime bill. Without this funding, cities across the country will be unable
to operate effective drug courts,

° Drug Coyrts Make Common Sease. Over half of those who enter the criminal justice
have substance abuse problems, Drug courts employ the coercive power of the courts
to ensure that non-violent offenders receive the intensive supervision and drug treatment
necessary to kick their drug habits. Getting off drugs is essential to preventing these
offenders from returning to prison as soon as they are released,

° Drug Courts Are Tough, Drug courts are not a soft-on-crime alternative to
incarceration. They are comprehensive programs that require offenders to adhere to
strict rules and requirements. Offenders must undergo mandatory, periodic drug testing,
mandatory substance abuse treatment, and are subject to graduated sanctions for failing
to show satisfactory progress in their treatment regimens. Plus, only non-violent
offenders are eligible to participate.

° Drug Courts Work. A National Institute of Justice-sponsored study demonstrated that
participants in the Dade County, Florida drug court program were substantially less
likely to be re-arrested than those defendants who did not participate. Preliminary
studies of the Washington, D.C., Portland, Oregon, and Chicago drug court programs
have also shown lower rates of recidivism.

° Drug Courts Can Be Tailored to Local Needs. No single drug court model can
effectively break the cycle of substance abuse and crime in every community.
Accordingly, the drug court provisions in the crime bill allow local jurisdictions to tailor
programs to local needs, yet ensure that certain essential features are included.

. Drug Courts Are Popular. Prosecutors, judges, public defenders, law enforcement
officials, and treatment specialists from across the country support the concept and
implementation of drug courts. It’s an idea whose time has come.
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STANDING FIRM:
ADMINISTRATION PLEDGES SUPPORT FOR CRIME PREVENTION PROGRAMS
March 10, 1995

u Ready to fight for prevention programs. In a meeting today with representatives from
groups concerned about crime prevention, Attomey General Janet Reno affirmed
Administration support for prevention-related programs in the 1994 Crime Control Act.

“We are committed to preserving these programs, and we are determined
to move forward with implementation of the 1994 Crime Act.”

Among those who attended the meeting were representatives from crime prevention
groups, victims’ rights organizations, youth service providers, education and parent-
teacher associations, and state and local governmental organizations.

= Administration action has already saved two prevention programs from extinction.
In recent weeks both the President’s Prevention Council and the National Domestic
Violence Hotline were rescinded by a House subcommittee. Thanks to swift and
coordinated action, both programs were reinstated in full committee.

L The fight to revive other prevention-related programs continues.
Other House Appropriations rescissions must still be blocked. The funding cut for the
Domestic Violence Hotline was part of a larger House rescission bill. House
appropriators also voted to eliminate:

@ $27 million dollars in funding for the Community Schools Initiative, which
provides safe haven for young people in crime-ridden neighborhoods; and

¢ $28 million in funding for Drug Courts, which use the coercive power of the
courts to force offenders into substance abuse treatment.

The Attorney General, the Secretary of Education, and the Secretary of HHS have
protested these cuts in a joint letter to the Chairman of the House Appropriations
Committee.

The Administration will continue to voice strong objections to proposed rescissions and
the outright repeal of various prevention-related programs authorized by the 1994 Crime
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Act. The Attorney General told the group:

*We are already on record with the Congress as strongly opposing
the proposed repeal of the Drug Courts initiative and the wholesale
eliminarion of proven prevention programs — such as afterschool
programs -- which are supported by police, prosecutors, educators,
and parents because they work. "
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HOUSE APPROPRIATORS TARGETED CRIME FIGHTING
PROGRAMS THAT HIT KIDS AND DRUG ENFORCEMENT
March 14, 1995

House takes up rescission bill. This week the House will consider a rescission bill
that cuts millions from essential crime fighting and crime prevention efforts.

Millions eliminated for Drug Courts. The rescission bill terminates $28 million in
funding for Drug Courts. This will only allow offenders with drug problems to
keep spinni he criminal justice system’s revolvi . Drug Courts
are proven effective ant-crime and anti-drug tools.

Turning kids away from safe havens and onto the streets. The bill would rescind
$27 million dollars in funding for the Community Schools Initiative -- which seeks to
keep schools open for young people to provide them with a safe and constructive
alternative to street comers, alley ways and gang turf.

Don’t Go Back. These programs were enacted by Congress as part of the Violent
Crime Control Act of 1994. The Departments of Justice and Health and Human
Services have been working together to implement these programs. Grant
applications are ready. Thousands of courts, prosecutors and schools all across the
country are expecting these crime-fighting funds this year.
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BREAKING THE PROMISE OF THE CRIME TRUST FUND
March 20, 1995

¢ Breaking a Promise to the American People. Last Thursday, the House Budget
Committee proposed to slash the 1994 Violent Crime Control Trust Fund by $5
billion. Such a cut would represent fully one-sixth of the total Congress promised
to police and the American people in last year’s Crime Bill.

¢ One-sixth less money for police officers. Cutting $5 billion from the Violent
Crime Control Trust Fund would mean fewer police on the streets of America
engaged in community policing. To date, communities across the country have
been awarded grants to hire nearly 17,000 new police officers. The proposed cut
in the Trust Fund would erase completely the progress of these first five months.

¢ One-sixth less. money for prisons. The 1994 Crime Act provided for billions of
dollars to construct prisons, because any serious proposal to reduce crime must
have adequate punishment. If the proposed reduction in the Crime Trust Fund
were enacted, there would be one-sixth less money for prisons to house the most
serious offenders. To make up for this shortfall, states would have to consider
unpalatable alternatives such as:

* Creating shorter jail terms for most crimes.

* Tuming loose many offenders to go back to the streets before they
have served their time.

L One-sixth less money for programs to fight crime. The 1994 Crime Act
recognized that effective crime fighting means police, punishment and prevention.
A one-sixth reduction in funds means one-sixth less in Drug Courts, in programs to
reduce violence against women, in offering safe-havens and opportunity to our

young people.

"My message to all of you, Democrats or Republicans, is this: call the
programs anything you want, bur give us police and prevention programs
that you promised us last year. If you had my job, you'd know thatr we’re
running out of time. Keep your promises -- honor your contracts. "

-~ Lou Cannon, D.C. Police Officer
President,
Fraternal Order of Police Lodge #1
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BREAKING THE PROMISE OF THE CRIME TRUST FUND
March 20, 1995 '

¢ Breaking a Promise to the American People. Last Thursday, the House Budget
Committee proposed to slash the 1994 Violent Crime Control Trust Fund by $5
billion. Such a cut would represent fully one-sixth of the total Congress promised
to police and the American people in last year's Crime Bill.

L 4 One-sixth less money for police officers. If the proposed $5 billion reduction in
the Violent Crime Trust Fund were enacted it would mean fewer police on the
streets of America engaged in community policing. To date, communities across
the country have been awarded grants to hire nearly 17,000 new police officers.
The proposed cut in the Trust Fund would mean that future grants would be
reduced by the same number of cops we have already put on the streets in the five
months since the Crime Bill became law.

¢ One-sixth less money for prisons. The 1994 Crime Act provided for billions of
dollars to construct prisons, because any serious proposal to reduce crime must
have adequate punishment. If the proposed reduction in the Crime Trust Fund
were enacted, it would mean one-sixth less money for prisons to house the most
serious offenders. To make up for this shortfall, states would have to consider
unpalatable alternatives such as: '

* Creating shorter jail terms for most crimes.

* Turning loose many offenders to go back to the streets before they
have served their time.

¢ One-sixth less money for programs to fight crime. The 1994 Crime Act
recognized that effective crime fighting means police, punishment and prevention.
If the Violent Crime Trust Fund reduction were enacted, it would mean one-sixth
less in Drug Courts and in offering safe-havens and opportunity to young people.

"My message to all of you, Democrals or Republicans, is this: call the
programs anything you want, but give us police and prevention programs
that you promised us-last year. If you had my job, you’d know that we're
running out of time. Keep your promises -- honor your contracls. "

-- Lou Cannon, D.C. Police Officer
President,
Fraternal Order of Police Lodge #1

¢ One-sixth less money to reduce violence against women. If the reduction in the
Violent Crime Trust Fund were enacted, it would mean a reduction in critical
programs that offer assistance and education to women and families trapped in a
cycle of domestic violence.
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VICTIMS OF CRIME FALL VICTIM ONCE AGAIN
TO PROPOSED CUTS IN WELFARE REFORM BILL
March 22, 1995

* Proposal Made to Eliminate Victims Assistance Funds. The
House Welfare Reform Bill, currently under consideration
in the House, includes a provision to repeal the Crime
Victims Assistance Program of the 1984 Victims of Crime
Act. This would eliminate millions of dollars of funds
available to provide services to victims of crime.

¢  Slashing Grass Roots Support to Victims of Crime. Each
state receives a base amount of $200,000 in Victim
Assistance Funds that are then distributed to nearly 3,000
local victim assistance organizations, such as rape crisis
centers, domestic violence shelters, child advocacy
centers, law enforcement agencies and more. These funds
are critical to the assistance of those who have found
themselves victims of crime.

] Slashing the Ultimate Safety Net for Crime Victims.
Victim Assistance Funds provide support for programs that
serve al) crime victims, regardless of whether the
offender has been caught and convicted or whether the
victim reported the crime to the police. Cutting away
this assistance would be devastating to crime victims and
their families as they wind their way through the criminal
Justice system and try to reorganize their lives in the
wake of a crime victimization.

¢ Slashing Funds that Would Hurt the Vulnerable and Would
NOT Help the Taxpayer. This proposal has no effect on the
deficit. These funds are derived from fines, penalty
assessments, and bond forfeitures from convicted Federal
criminals. This proposal would be no more than a wanton
assault on victims and has no conceivable benefit to the
American taxpayer.
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THE FIGHT AGAINST ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION GOES HIGH-TECH:
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL DEMONSTRATES NEW INS TECHNOLOGY

March 23, 1995

Giving law enforcement the tools it needs. Today on Capitol Hill, Attorney

@o02/002

General Reno and INS Commissioner Doris Meisner demonstrated to Members of

Congress and their staffs the latest technology being used by the INS to fight
illegal immigration. The development and implementation of these new

technologies demonstrates the Attorney General’s commitment to give America’s
law enforcement professionals -- whether they’re on the border or on the beat --

the tools they need to do their jobs right.

New Technology for the INS. The following are among the new systems that will

help tighten our borders, increase the chances that illegal aliens who are

apprehended and deported do not return, and help identify criminal aliens who are

subject the tough sanctions imposed by the President’s Crime Bill:

- CADRE. The CADRE system uses sensors to detect illegal border

crossings and alerts Border Patrol agents to activity on the border. It also
allows agents investigating incidents to communicate with their dispatchers,

increasing their safety and decreasing their response time. CADRE is

currently operating in San Diego, El Paso, and Swanton, VT.

- ENFORCE. ENFORCE is a computerized tracking system that has

reduced the processing time for criminal cases from eight hours to two; for

administrative cases from three hour to 30 minutes; and for voluntary

returns from 5 minutes to 35 seconds. ENFORCE is in place in San Diego

and McAllen, TX and will expand to other sectors later this year.

- IDENT. IDENT is a biometric identification system that uses fingerprints

and other information to positively identify persons apprehended by the
Border Patrol. IDENT is being used to track recidivism among illegal

crossers in San Diego and is equipped to help identify criminal aliens

eligible for the prosecution under the new tough penalties mandated by the

President’s Crime Bill. IDENT also allows the INS to monitor changing

border crossing patterns and to measure the results of its enforcement
efforts.
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$26 MILLION IN VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN (VAWA) GRANTS AWARDED
AND PRESIDENT & ATTORNEY GENERAL ANNOUNCE VAWA DIRECTOR

March 21, 1995

Violence Against Women Grants Announced. President Clinton and Attorney General
Reno announced today grants to all 50 states totaling $26 million that will help
communities fund women’s shelters and crisis centers, hire prosecutors, and pay for rape
crisis therapists, victim’s advocates, and domestic violence hot-lines.

" “The crime bill I signed last fall offered victims of crime a new beginning.
Today, for the first time in history, the federal government becomes a full partner
in the fight 1o curb violence against women. We can ’r turn back.”

-- President Clinton

Former Iowa Attorney General Named Director of the Violence Against Women
Office. Former Jowa Attomney General Bonnie Campbell was officially named by
Attorney General Reno today as Director of the Justice Department’s Violence Against
Women Office. Campbell will oversee efforts to combine tough new federal criminal
laws with assistance to states and localities to fight violence against women.

* - Campbell uniquely qualified for the job. As Iowa's first woman Attorney
General from 1990-94, she authored one of the nation’s first anti-stalking laws;
led 2 statewide domestic violence prevention campaign; and was instrumental in
getting the state legislature to strengthen Iowa’s domestic abuse statute and
increase funding for victim compensation programs and shelters.

VAWA Grants Mean Action to STOP Violence Against Women. President Clinton
announced that $26 million in Crime Bill STOP Grants (Services, Training, Officers, and
Prosecution) would be made available. Each state can receive up to $426,000 to add law
enforcement, prosecutors and victims services that address violence against women.
Depending on how the grants are used, the $26 million could provide:

mmore than 100 crisis centers serving 40,000 victims a year,

w400 new prosecutors to specialize in domestic violence or sexual assault units,

m400 rape crisis therapists and victim advocates

mnearly 600 volunteer coordinators to help run domestic violence hot-lines, or

BStates can also use STOP funds for important discretionary items like lighting
for unsafe streets, parks and paths.

@o002/003
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¢ VAWA Moves Ahead while Congress Considers slashing the Violent Crime Control
Trust Fund -- Going Back on Its promise to Law Enforcement and Victims of
Domestic Violence. While the Administration forges ahead to implement the 1994
Crime Act and to provide, in a non-partisan, non-bureaucratic fashion, relief to women
and families trapped in a cycle of domestic violence -- the House Budget Committee
proposed slashing $5 billion dollars from the Crime Control Trust Fund. If enacted, this
would mean a one-sixth reduction in critically needed programs.

“This year alone, crime bill granis could provide crisis assistance for 40,000
victims of rape, domestic violence and sexual abuse — unless Congress slams the
door. The crime control trust fund is our bank for funding the Violence Against

Women Act, and we can’t stand by as it is robbed.”
-- Attorney General Janet Reno

¢ The Assault on Victims Continue. As part of the House Welfare Reform Bill, some
law makers have now proposed to repeal the Crime Victims Assistance Program of the
1984 Victims of Crime Act. This would eliminate the funds available to provide =~
services to victims of crime -- funds that go to nearly 3,000 local victim assistance
organizations, such as rape crisis centers, domestic violence shelters, child advocacy
centers, law enforcement agencies and more. This proposal has no effect on the deficit.
These funds come from fines collected by the Government. It represents a further breach
of trust with the American people.
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THE REPUBLICAN PRISON BILL:
IT ISN’T TOUGH ON CRIME ... IT’S TOUGH ON STATES
February 9, 1994

] H.R. 667 plays a cruel hoax on the States: It sounds tough, but it establishes standards
which currently no state can meet to receive grants to construct new prisons. Changes
in State law alone won’t enable States to quahfy for funds in time to meet their
immediate needs. :

° H.R. 667 is an aggravated case of attempting to fix something that is not broken -
. and making it worse in the process. The Republican prison bill is greatly inferior to

the prison grants program created last year by the Violent Crime Control and Law
Enforcement Act of 1994 because it would result in fewer violent criminals being put

L States would have to wait decades before they see the first federal dollar. The
proposed bill would tie aid to the time actually served by violent criminals. But we can’t
know how much time they have served until the prisoner is released or dies. This means
that some states would have to wait up to 25 years before determining if they qualify for
federal aid.

. H.R. 667 amounts to an "unfunded mandate" on states. H.R. 667 would only allow
grant funds to be used for increased incarceration of a specified category of "serious
violent offenders" -- but conditions eligibility for grant funds on increasing incarceration
for more broadly defined categories of violent offenders. Wm

*unfunded mandate on states, because states would have to incur costs by increasing
incarceration of violent offenders generally, to be eligible for funding -- but could only
use grant funds to defray the costs of incarceration for a sub-class of these offenders.

[ H.R. 667 only sounds tough. It would pull the rug out from under the states and leave
them with three crucial choices, each worse than the next:

- cut sentences for violent criminals so they can more easil'y reach the 85%
truth in sentencing hurdle;

- let some prisoners out of jail early, just to make room for others that will
attract federal money; or

- spend $20 state dollars for just $1 federal dollar in aid.

[ H.R. 667 would take prison construction money from states that need it most and
give it to states that don’t. The 1994 Crime Act disburses funds for increased violent
offender incarceration primarily in proportion to the level of violent crime in each state.
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In contrast, H.R. 667 disburses pnson construction funds to states primarily in proportion

lo their populations — cha;dlga_QLd;ffqinms in erime rates. This change would
produce gross misallocations of resources in relation to actual need.

Unlike the *94 Crime Act, which prondes fundmg for the incarceration of all violent
offenders — H.R. 667 does not.  H.R. 667 provides less protection to the public from
violent criminals. The offense for which a criminal is convicted often does not fully
reflect what he actually did because of plea bargaining, and an offender with a serious
history of criminal violence may pose a grave threat to the public, even if his current
conviction is not for a “serious vmlent offense m the sense deﬁned in HR, 667 The

lent offenders; the subsumtenrozza.m_

wm
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Office of the Attornep General
Washingtan, B. €. 20530

February 8, 1995

The Honorable Victor Ashe

President

The United States Conference of Mayors
1620 Eye Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

Dear Mayor Ashe:

Thank you so much for your letter of February 1, 1995. AS
you know, the President and I have always valued the support of
the U.S. Conference of Mayors. As we find ourselves revisiting
what you and I, and a bipartisan majority of Congress fought so
hard for last year -- a comprehensive, balanced and tough
approach to crime control -- we are pleased that you are helping

us to preserve and effectively implement the 1994 Violent Crime
Control Act.

As this Administration has made clear, we are vigorously
opposed to efforts to abolish the COPS program, eliminate
targeted prevention monies, and turn a deaf ear to the specific
and important needs of U.S. mayors. In 1994, we heard the clear
voice of the Conference of Mayors explain how federal dollars,
carefully directed -- to putting more community policing officers
on the street, and giving kids positive opportunities through
school-based programs and other preventive initiatives -- could
make a real difference. We remain committed to the needs and
concerns of America's mayors.

That was why I was particularly pleased to read of your
support for the COPS Program and for prevention monies. The
strong leadership of the Conference will help make clear to
Congress that we must not retreat from the fight to make the
streets of America more safe and humane. I look forward to
working with you and your colleagues as we move the country
ahead, meeting those areas of crime control that have yet to be

addressed.
Si rely, iz
an '

et Reno
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Office of the Attarnep General
Washingtan. B. €. 20530

February 8, 1995

Mr. Hubert Bell

National Organization of Black Law Enforcement Executives
4609 Pinecrest Office Park Drive, Suite F

Alexandria, VA 22312

Dear Hubert:

Thank you .for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preaserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress Lo Xenege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
american people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough apprcach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but. a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights. '

Sinijfely,

Janet Reno
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OFfice of the Attornep General
Washington. B. €. 20530

February 8, 1995

Mr. John Pitta

Federal Law Enforcement Officars Association
225 Cadman Plaza East, Reocom 172

Brooklyn, NY 11201

Dear John:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 199%4.
As you know, the President arnd I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard wcrk that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to acccemplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Vioclent Crime Corntrol act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime mors aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a-
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I lock fcrward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hore that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insichts.

Sincsrely,.
4 7

Janet Reno
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Office of the Attarnep General
Washington. B. €. 20530

February 8, 1995

Mr. Bill Johnson

National Association of Police Organizations
1920 L Street, NW, Suite 602

Washington, DC 20036-5004

Dear Bill:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of staff
panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six vears of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our apility to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. Ws count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and Co preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violeat Crime Control Act of 1594.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take grsater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Adminisctration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary ruleg are but a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope ‘that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely,

P |
Y i

//Sanet Reno
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Offtce of the Attarnep General
Washington, B. €. 20530

February 8, 1995
Ms. Beth McGee

National Association of Police Organizations
1920 L Street, NW, Suite 602
Washington, DC 20036-5004

Dear Beth:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
oolice on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
orevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Controcl Act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures ro reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
zo make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples. :

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tirelass
afforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White Houss
zo share your views and insights.

Sincezely,

T

///;anet'Reno
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Office of the Attarnep Genetal
Washingtan. B. ¢ 20530

February 8, 1995

Mr. Roy Kime

International Association of Chiefs of Police
515 North Washington Street

Alexandria, VA 22314-2257

Dear Roy':

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and zebuffing zny attempt to.
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered cn the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish ocur goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied foxr COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime contrecl -- police, punishment, -and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the curren: proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out thes important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusicnary rules are but a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely,

/ Tanar Reno
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OFfice of the Attorney General
Washington, B. €. 20530

February 8, 1995
Mr. Steven Brown
Fraternal Order of Police
309 Massachusetts Avenue, NE
Wwashington, DC 20002

Dear Steve.:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. T do not bhelieve that the American pecple, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1934.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starcting peint from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this administraticn is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreewment on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples.

{n the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
cfforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely.

/ Janet Reno
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Office of the Attarney General
Washingtan, B. €. 20530

February 8, 1995

Mr. Don Cahill

Fraternal Order of Police
309 Massachusetts Avenue, NE
Washington, DC 20002

Dear Don:

Thank you for meeting with the pPresident, Chief of staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 199%.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me bc
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress TLO renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of BDmerica. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposalg, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measurcs to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
ijtems the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a

- couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advicae -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

anegﬁely,

//Janec Reno
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Office of the Attortep General
Washington, B. ¢ 20530

February 8, 1995

Ms. Melinda Lund

National Sheriffs Association
1450 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314-3490

Dear Melinda:

Thank you for meeting with the Precident, Chief of staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discues how we can praserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 19S%4.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attemol o
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer. ‘

The series of bills now being considered on the Hil: pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the Important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Mazke no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to naw ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There 2are mary
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violen:c
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but 2
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope rhat we can count on your tirelesss
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely,

/ Janet Reno
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Office of the Atterney General
Washington. B. €. 20330

February B, 1995

Chief Mike Gambrill

Baltimore County Police Department
Major Cities Chiefs

700 East Joppa Road

Towson, MD 21286

Deay Chief Gambrill:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
pPanetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Viclent Crime Contxrol Act of 199%4.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
‘streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act cf 1934.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples. '

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. A&Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sinceyely.

~7
v
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OFftce of the Attarney General
Washington, 8. €. 20530

February 8, 1995

Mr. Arthur Reddy

International Union of Police Associations
1016 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

Dear Arthur:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt Lo
yndo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability zo accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe tha: the American pecple, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to rensge on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on wour help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to viclent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely,

/ .Taner Reno
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Offtce of the Attarnep General
Washington, B. €. 20530

Mr. Chuck Wexler February 8, 1995
Executive Director

Police Executive Research Forum

1120 Connecticut Ave. NW, Suite 93
Washington, DC 20036

Dear Chuck:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
‘and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptives to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There axe many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely,

Ve
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Offtce of the Attarnep General
Washington. B. @. 20530

. February 8, 1995
Mr. Ira Harris

Executive Director

National Organization of Black Law Enforcement Executives
4609 Pinecrest Office Park Drive, Suite F

aAlexandria, VA 22312

Dear Ira:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Contrcl Act of 1954.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and xebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer. '

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
american pecple want anything less than an intelligent, kalanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1934.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptivs to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There 2re many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples. :

In the coming weeks, I loock forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count ca your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and recucing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely,

Gt
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Offtce of the Attorney General
Washington. B. € 20530

February 8, 1995
Mr. Mark Spurrier

Baltimore County Police Department
Major Cities Chiefs

700 East Joppa Road

Towson, MD 21286

Dear Mark:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Statff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 199%4.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt Lo
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress tO renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry oul the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1594.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin-.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent

_criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the Whire House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely,
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Office of the Attornen General
Washington. B. €. 20530

February 8, 1995

Mr. Sam Cabral

International Union of Police Associations
1016 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

Dear Sam:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of sStaff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1399%4.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any atlempt to
undo the six years o:f hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pcse a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
~lear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
rhousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1954. :

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greatsr measures Lo reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- tais Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight agzainst crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to wviolent
criminals and tighteaing up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples.

Tn the coming weeks, I locok forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely,

Janet Réno
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Office of the Attarnep General
Washingtan. B. € 20530

February 8, 1995
Mr. Vic Oboyski

President

Federal Law Enforcement Officers Association
225 Cadman Plaza East, Room 172

Brooklyn, NY 11201

Dear Vic:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ocurcelves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attemot to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The ceries of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress toO renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
wouid abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive propeosals, and to oreserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1394.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Makz no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
counle of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely,

Tawmaoe Darnm
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Office of the Atternep General
Washington. B. (. 20530

Mr. James Doyle _ February 8, 1995
3023 Strawberry Point Road
Baltimore, MD 21220

Dear Jim:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Contzrol Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Lert me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994. -

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I lock forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and raducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White Housc
to share your views and insights. '

Sincerely,

Janet Renc
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Office of the Attarney General
Washington, B. €. 20530

Mr. Robert Scully February 8, 1995
Executive Director

National Association of Police Organizations
1920 L Street, NW, Suite 602

Washington, DC 20036-5004

Dear Bob:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can prescrve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 19394.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed _
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I de nct believe Lthat the
Dmerican people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act oi 1954.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting peint from which any
debate Lo take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas

. to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hcpe that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sigcerely,
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Office of the Attarney General
Washingtan, B. d. 20530

Mr. Daniel Rosenblatt February 8, 1995
Executive Director oo -
International Association of Chiefs of Pelice
515 North Washington Street

Alexandria, VA 22314-2257

Dear Dan:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt CToO
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Céngress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- 'police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sin ely,
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Office of the Attarnep General
Washingtan, B. €. 20530

Mr. Jim Pasco

Director of Membership Services February 8, 1995
Fraternal Order of Police

309 Massachusetts Averniue, NE

Washington, DC 20002

Dear Jim:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of Staff
panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violeant Crime Control Act of 15854.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing anv attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pcse &
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
ciear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COFS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the strects of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balancec,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current propcsals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the importa:nt
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which ary
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new iceas
ro make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I loock forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights. -

Sincerely,
)

@o23
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OFfice of the Attarnep General
Washington. . €. 20530

Sheriff Pat Sullivan

National Sheriffs Association February 8, 1995
1450 Duke Street

Alexandria, VA 22314-3490

Dear Pat:

Thank you for meeting with the President, Chief of stafif
panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.
As you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt €0
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer. -

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
¢lear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want. Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turm back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1994.

The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration 1is receptive to new ideas
ro make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
irems the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusionary rules are but a
couple of examples.

in the coming weeks, I look forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights. -

Sincerely.

Janet Reno
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Office of the Attaraen General
Washington. 8. €. 20530

Mr. Alfred Dean February 8, 1995
Police Foundation

1001 22nd Street, NW, Suite 230

Washington, DC 20037

Dear Alfred:

Thank you for meeting wich the President, Chief of Staff
Panetta and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1934.
As you know, the President ard I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard wocrk that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hiil pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departmen:s who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anythinc less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolish. We count on your help to turn back thess2
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Cornzrol Act of 1994. o ‘

'The 1994 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measurss to reduce crime should 2egin.
Make no mistake -- this Admiristration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Zongress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the sxclusionary rules are 2ut 2
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I -ook forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hore that we can count on your tirelass
efforts and support in movinc the country forward and rsducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sin ely,

Janet Reno

@oz25
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Washington. B. @ 20530

February 8, 1935
Ms. Martha Plotkin
Police Executive Research Forum
1120 Connecticut Ave. NW, Suite 230
Washington, DC 20036

Dear Martha:

Thank you for meeting with the Fresident, Chief of Staff
panetra and myself on Wednesday to discuss how we can preserve
and continue to implement the Violent Crime Control Act of 1534.
as you know, the President and I have strongly committed
ourselves to seeing the job through and rebuffing any attempt to
undo the six years of hard work that you and I, and a bipartisan
majority in Congress, put forth to reduce crime and make the
streets of America safer.

The series of bills now being considered on the Hill pose a
grave threat to our ability to accomplish our goal. Let me be
clear. I do not believe that the American people, or the
thousands of police departments who have already applied for COPS
grants, want Congress to renege on the promise of 100,000 new
police on the streets of America. I do not believe that the
American people want anything less than an intelligent, balanced,
and tough approach to crime control -- police, punishment, and
prevention. That is precisely what many of the current proposals
would abolisn. We count on your help to turn back these
regressive proposals, and to preserve and carry out the important
work of the Violent Crime Control Act of 1934.

The 1954 Crime Act must be the starting point from which any
debate to take greater measures to reduce crime should begin.
Make no mistake -- this Administration is receptive to new ideas
to make the fight against crime more aggressive. There are many
items the Administration and Congress can find agreement on.
Reducing the number of court appeals available to violent
criminals and tightening up the exclusicnary rules are but a
couple of examples.

In the coming weeks, I lock forward to hearing your
continued advice -- and I hope that we can count on your tireless
efforts and support in moving the country forward and reducing
crime in America. Again, thank you for coming to the White House
to share your views and insights.

Sincerely,

Janet Reno
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overlooked needs of rural jurisdiction are given special consideration under
VAWA.

Formula Grants. Each state will receive funding for prevention programs under
the Byme grant program. For rural states, formula funds can be used to fund a
number of initiatives, including multi-jurisdictional task forces.

Discretionary Grants. Many rural jurisdictions have benefitted from Department
of Justice discretionary grant programs, particularly those designed to provide
training in community policing. .

Safe Futures Program. The Department of Justice has set aside $7 million for the
Safe Futures Program, which assists communities to prevent delinquency, enhance
public safety, and provide a continuum of care for at risk youth. The program
proposes funding for five communities, at least one of which must be rural.

Rural States Crime Prevention Association Initiative. This program was funded
in fiscal year 1994 to promote the development of community policing and crime
prevention programs in rural states.



