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INVASION OF PRIVACY § 632 

Note_-Prior to repeal the sections were added by Stats 1901 ch 274, Stats 1905 ch 
287, Stats 1913 ch 570, Stats 1917 ch 780. and amended by Stats 1905 ch 287. 

§ 632. [Eavesdropping on confidential communication; Punishment] 
(a) Every person who, intentionally and without the consent of all 
parties to a confidential communication, by means of any electronic 
amplifying or recording device, eavesdrops upon or records such 
confidential communication, whether such communication is carried 
on among such ·parties in the presence of one another or by means of 
a telegraph, telephone or other device, except a radio, shall be 
punishable by fine not exceeding two thousand five hundred dollars 
($2,500), or by imprisonment in the county jail not exceeding one 
year, or by imprisonment in the state prison, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment in the county jail or in the state prison. If such person 
has previously been convicted of a violation of this section or Section 
631 or 636, he is punishable by fine not exceeding ten thousand 
dollars ($10,000), or by imprisonment in the county jail not exceeding 
one year, or by imprisonment in the state prison, or by both such fine 
and imprisonment in the county jail or in the state prison. 
(b) The term "person" includes an individual, business association, 
partnership, corporation, or other legal entity, and an individual 
acting or purporting to act for or on behalf of any government or 
subdivision thereof, whether federal, state, or local, but excludes an 
individual known by all parties to a confidential communication to be 
overhearing or recording such communication. 
(c) The term "confidential communication" includes any communica­
tion carried on in such circumstances as may reasonably indicate that 
any party to such communication desires it to be confined to such 
parties, but excludes a communication made in a public gathering or 
in any legislative, judicial, executive or administrative proceeding 
open to the public, or in any other circumstance in which the parties 
to the communication may reasonably expect that the communication 
may be overheard or recorded. 
( d) Except as proof in an action or prosecution for violation of this 
section, no evidence obtained as a result of eavesdropping upon or 
recording a confidential communication in violation of this section 
shall be admissible in any judicial, administrative, legislative or other 
proceeding. 
(e) This section shall not apply (1) to any public utility engaged in the 
business of providing communications services and facilities, or to the 
officers, employees or agents thereof, where the acts otherwise prohib­
ited herein are for the purpose of construction, maintenance, conduct 
or operation of the services and facilities of such public utility, or (2) 
to the use of any instrument, equipment, facility, or service furnished 
and used pursuant to the tariffs of such a public utility, or (3) to any 
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§ 632 CRIMES AND PUNISHMENT 

telephonic communication system used for communication exclusively 
within a state, county, city and county, or city correctional facility. 
(f) This section does not apply to the use of hearing aids and similar 
devices, by persons afflicted with impaired hearing, for the purpose of 
overcoming the impairment to permit the hearing of sounds ordinarily 
audible to the human ear. 
Added Stats 1967 ch 1509 § 1 p 3585; Amended Stats 1976 ch 1139 § 258, operative July 1, 
1977. 

Prior Law: 

(a) Former § 653h, as added by Stats 1941 ch 525 § 1 p 1833. 

(b) Former§ 653j, as added by Stats 1963 ch 1886 § 1 p 3871. 

Amendments: 
1976 Amendment: Amended subd (a) by deleting (1) "not exceeding three years" 

after "state prison" the first time it appears in the first sentence; and (2) "not 
exceeding five years" after "state prison" the first time it appears in the second 
sentence. 

Former Section: Former § 632, similar to present F & G C §§ 2356-2358, 5505, 5507, 8431-
8433, was enacted 1872, amended by Code Amdts 1873-74 ch 305 § 1 p 465, Code Amdts 
1875-76 ch 451 § 1 p 114, Stats 1883 ch 43 § 3 p 81, Stats 1895 ch 202 § 20 p 260, Stats 
1897 ch 24 § 1 p 20, Stats 1901 ch 50 § 2 p 55, Stats 1903 ch 22 § 3 p 24, Stats 1905 ch 192 
§ 7 p 188, Stats 1907 ch 239 § 4 p 302, Stats 1911 ch 338 § 3 p 563, Stats 1913 ch 580 § 1 p 
1004, Stats 1915 ch 431 § 1 p 716, Stats 1917 ch 681 § l p 1247, Stats 1919 ch 246 § 1 p 391, 
Stats 1921 ch 276 § 1 p 374, Stats 1927 ch 575 § 1 p 964, Stats 1929 ch 727 § 1 p 1332, Stats 
1931 ch 605 § 1 p 1305, and repealed by Stats 1933 ch 73 (F & G C § 1421) p 511. 

Cross References: 
Privileged communications: Ev C §§ 900 et seq. 
Open and public meetings of legislative bodies of local agencies: Gov C § 54953. 

Collateral References: 
Cal Jur 3d Criminal Law §§ 374, 1033, 1086, 3265 et seq. 
Cal Digest of Official Reports 3d Series, Privacy §§ 1 et seq. 
Am Jur 2d Eavesdropping § 1, Evidence §§ 433-435, Privacy § 40, Telecommunica­

tions § 216. 

Proof of Facts: 
Wiretapping. 29 Am Jur Proof of Facts 591. 
Electronic eavesdropping by concealed microphone or microphone-transmitter. 30 

Am Jur Proof of Facts 113. 

Law Review Articles: 
Recording telephone conversations: The problem of participant monitoring. (1974) 8 

Bev Hills BJ No. 3, p. 47. 
Gesmore, Toward the preservation of personal privacy: Chief Justice Wright's 

opinions on search and seizure and the right of privacy. (1977) 4 Hast Const LQ 
723. 

Persons in police station or jail facility as having no reasonable expectation of 
privacy in their oral communications. 14 Santa Clara Law 144. 

The scope of searches incident to traffic arrests in California: Rejecting the Federal 
Rule. (1974) 9 USF LR 317. 

Attorney General's Opinions: 
55 Ops Atty Gen 151 (inspectors of Bureau of Food and Drug Inspections not 

exempt from prohibitions against wiretapping and use of electronic recording and 
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INVASION OF PRIVACY § 632, n 1 

amplifying devices; right of inspectors to use electronic devices under direction of 
law-enforcement officers designated in Pen. Code § 633). 

Annotations: 
Admissibility, in criminal prosecution, of evidence secured by mechanical or 

electronic eavesdropping device. 97 ALR2d 1283. 
What constitutes an "interception" of a telephone or similar communication 

forbidden by the Federal Communications Act (47 USC § 605) or similar state 
statutes. 9 ALR3d 423. 

Eavesdropping as violating right of privacy. 11 ALR3d 1296. 
Admissibility, in criminal prosecution, of evidence obtained by electronic surveil­

lance of prisoner. 57 ALR3d 172. 
Admissibility in evidence of sound recording as affected by hearsay and best 

evidence rules. 58 ALR3d 598. 
Right of accused in state courts to inspection or disclosure of tape recording of his 

own statements. 10 ALR4th 1092. 
Construction and application of provision of Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 

Streets Act of 1968 (18 USCS § 2520) authorizing civil cause of action by person 
whose wire or oral communication is intercepted, disclosed, or used in violation 
of act. 25 ALR Fed 759. 

What constitutes adequate response by government, pursuant to 18 USCS § 3504, 
affirming or denying use of unlawful electronic surveillance. 53 ALR Fed 378. 

What constitutes compliance by government agents with requirement of 18 USCS 
§ 2518(5) that wiretapping and electronic surveillance be conducted in such 
manner as to minimize unauthorized interception of communications. 54 ALR 
Fed 120. 

Under what circumstances is suppression of wiretap evidence required when person 
overheard in wiretap but not mentioned in order therefor is not served with 
inventory notice provided for by 18 USCS § 2518(8)(d). 54 ALR Fed 599. 

Applicability of provisions of Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
prohibiting interception of wire or oral communications (18 USCS § 2511(1)) to 
interception by spouse, or spouse's agent, of conversations of other spouse in 
marital home. 55 ALR Fed 936. 

Application to extension telephones of Title III of the Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968 (18 USCS § 2510 et seq.), pertaining to interception of 
wire communications. 58 ALR Fed 594. 

Authority of District Court to order telephone company to assist law enforcement 
agents in tracing telephone calls. 58 ALR Fed 719. 

NOTES OF DECISIONS 

I. In General 
2. Effect of Federal Statutes 
3. "Confidential Communication" 
4. Exclusion of Evidence 

1. In General 

When a subscriber of a telephone system uses the 
system's facilities in a manner which reasonably 
justifies the telephone company's belief that he is 
violating his subscription rights, then he must be 
deemed to have consented to the company's moni­
toring of his calls to an extent reasonably neces­
sary for the company's investigation. People v 
Garber (1969) 275 CA2d 119, 80 Cal Rptr 214. 

A participant to telephone conversations, whose 
cross-complaint alleged that the conversations had 
been recorded by other participants to the conver­
sations without his consent and that the recordings 
had been admitted into evidence in arbitration 

proceedings between the participants, was entitled 
to amend his cross-complaint if he could assert 
that the conversations were also recorded without 
his knowledge, and, as amended, the cross-com­
plaint would state a cause of action good against a 
demurrer. Pen. Code, § 632, providing that every 
person who intentionally and without the consent 
of all parties to a confidential communication 
records the communication shall be punished by 
fine or imprisonment except if such person· is 
known by all parties to the communication to be 
overhearing or recording the communication, pro­
hibits one participant to a telephone conversation 
from recording the conversation without the 
knowledge or consent of the second participant to 
the conversation. Section 632 prohibits not only 
eavesdropping, but also recordation by a party to 
the conversation. A participant to a telephonic 
communication is exempted from the prohibition 
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§ 632, n 1 CRIMES AND PUNISHMENT 

against recording such communication only if the 
other participant to the communication knows 
that it is being recorded. Olson (Forest E.), Inc. v 
Superior Court (1976) 63 CA3d 188, 133 Cal Rptr 
573. 

A telephone extension, not equipped with features 
for amplification or recording, is not an electronic 
amplifying or recording device within the meaning 
of Pen. Code, § 632, prohibiting eavesdropping 
upon or recording of a confidential communication 
by the use of any electronic amplifying or record­
ing device. Thus, the action of a motel manager 
who listened to conversations by staying on the 
line after she had connected incoming calls with 
the telephone in a motel room was not electronic 
eavesdropping within the meaning of § 632. People 
v Soles (1977) 68 CA3d 418, 136 Cal Rptr 328. 

Pen. Code, § 632, which prohibits the recording of 
a. confidential communication without the consent 
of all the parties to the conversation, is not uncon­
stitutionally vague. People v Wyrick (1978) 77 
CA3d 903, 144 Cal Rptr 38. 

Pen C, § 632, a part of the Invasion of Privacy 
Act, prohibiting the recording of a confidential 
communication, is intended to prohibit one party 
to a confidential communication from recording 
that communication without knowledge or consent 
of the other party. However, under Pen C, § 637.2, 
a civil action for invasion of privacy may be 
brought only against the person who committed 
the violation. Thus, an amended complaint in an 
action by an attorney against a former client and 
others for damages stemming from the alleged 
recording by defendant client of confidential con­
versations between himself and plaintiff was suffi­
cient to state a cause of action against defendant 
client under § 632, but not against the other 
defendants. The amended complaint alleged that 
defendant client recorded the conversations with­
out the knowledge and consent of plaintiff, that be 
made the recordings available to another defen­
dant who, in turn, made them available to defen­
dant law firm which was representing the other 
defendant in a suit against plaintiff. The fact that 
the client was blind did not indicate that plaintiff 
should have known that his telephone conversa­
tions would be recorded. Warden v Kahn (1979) 
99 CA3d 805, 160 Cal Rptr 471. 

A civil action alleging a violation of Pen C § 632, 
prohibiting one party to a confidential communica­
tion from recording that communication without 
knowledge or consent of the other party, is an 
action to recover a statutory penalty or forfeiture 
within the meaning of C C P, § 340, subd. (1), 
establishing a one-year period of limitations for 
such actions. Warden v Kahn (1979) 99 CA3d 
805, 160 Cal Rptr 471. 

Pen C § 632, prohibits not only eavesdropping 
upon a confidential communication, but also the 
recording of a confidential communication. A par­
ticipant to a telephone communication is exempted 

from the prohibition against recording the commu­
nication only if the other participant knows that it 
is being recorded. People v Suite (1980) IOI CA3d 
680, 161 Cal Rptr 825. 

An action for the invasion of a right of privacy by 
wrongful electronic eavesdropping or recording of 
a confidential communication (Pen. Code, §§ 632, 
637.2) may be maintained by a corporation that 
has had such right violated. Ion Equipment Corp. 
v Nelson (1980) 110 CA3d 868, 168 Cal Rptr 361. 

The trial court erred in sustaining the general 
demurrer by a former employee of a corporation 
to the corporation's cause of action against him 
for statutory invasion of privacy (Pen. Code, 
§§ 632, 637.2) for secretly and without authoriza­
tion recording a confidential conversation with an 
employee of the corporation during the course of 
that employee's employment, on the theory that 
the cause of action had been barred by collateral 
estoppel. The basis for that theory was that it had 
allegedly been determined in a prior action be­
tween the former employee and the corporation 
that the conversation the former employee had 
recorded was not a confidential communication as 
required under Pen. Code, § 632, subd. (c), for the 
statutory tort of invasion of privacy. However, the 
corporation's complaint did not allege or refer to 
any prier determination of the confidentiality is­
sue, and the former employee, therefore, could not 
raise that issue by general demurrer. Ion Equip­
ment Corp. v Nelson (1980) 110 CA3d 868, 168 
Cal Rptr 361. 

2. Effect of Federal Statutes 
Reliance upon Pen C § 632 to exclude evidence of 
taped intercepted communications is unavailable 
where interception is permissible under federal 
law, the Special Agent's actions here falling within 
ambit of 47 uses § 605. United States v Johnson 
(1973) 484 F2d 165, cert den 414 US 1112, 38 L 
Ed 2d 739, 94 S Ct 842. 

A violation of state telephonic search warrant 
procedures, even if such a violation would result 
in suppression in the California courts, would not 
necessarily require suppression in federal court. 
United States v Turner (1977) 558 F2d 46. 

3. "Confidential Communication" 

In a criminal prosecution, the taking and use in 
evidence of an incriminating voice recording was 
not violative of former Pen Code, § 653j, relating 
to the recording of a confidential comunication, 
where it appeared that defendant and his accom­
plice were under arrest, handcuffed and seated in 
the back of a police car at the time the recording 
was taken, and that they had been advised of the 
charges against them, and where the defendant 
testified that at the time of the conversation with 
his accomplice he knew it was being recorded. 
People v Chandler (1968) 262 CA2d 350, 68 Cal 
Rptr 645, cert den 393 US 1043, 21 L Ed 2d 591, 
89 S Ct 670. 
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INVASION OF PRIVACY § 632, n 3 

An inmate of a jail or prison may not successfully 
complain of the recording of his incriminating 
conversation with an accomplice even if its taking 
was not known to him at that time; and the right 
of an arrestee to privacy while under valid arrest 
in a police car can be no greater than if he were 
confined to jail, and he cannot successfully claim a 
violation of his constitutional right of privacy in 
the recording of a conversation under such cir­
cumstances. People v Chandler (1968) 262 CA2d 
350, 68 Cal Rptr 645, cert den 393 US 1043, 21 L 
Ed 2d 591, 89 S Ct 670. 
In a prosecution for a robbery for which defen­
dant's brother had already pleaded guilty, the 
introduction of a taped conversation between the 
two brothers in jail did not constitute a violation 
of Pen Code, § 632, subds. (c) and (d}, prohibiting 
the admission into evidence of recordings of confi­
dential communications unless the parties thereto 
might reasonably have expected them to be re­
corded, where the police sergeant in charge testi­
fied without contradiction that he had twice told 
defendant that their conversation would, in fact, 
be recorded, and where, although the brother 
might have thought otherwise, having been told by 
defendant that they were talking in the attorney's 
room of the jail, the brother did not object to the 
tape's admission, and where, moreover, the con­
versation, sought by defendant to discuss the pos­
sibilities of a confession after he had been advised 
and understood his Miranda rights, was of the 
type exempted from the operation of Pen Code, 
§ 632, by the law enforcement provision of Pen 
Code, § 633. People v Blair (1969) 2 CA3d 249, 82 
Cal Rptr 673. 
A tape recording of a conversation between a 
juvenile murder suspect and his uncle which took 
place in an interrogation room in a police station, 
and which was surreptitiously monitored and re­
corded, was properly admitted into evidence under 
the general rule that persons within a jail or police 
facility have no reasonable expectation of privacy 
as to conversations, where the parties had no 
recognized privileged relationship; where there was 
no evidence that the police made any representa­
tion of confidentiality or that the uncle was acting 
as a police agent. The police made no implied 
representation of privacy by granting the uncle's 
request to see defendant "by himself'; the words 
"by himself' are ambiguous and can reasonably be 
construed as meaning "away from other persons in 
custody" rather than "in private." Joseph A., In re 
(1973) 30 CA3d 880, 106 Cal Rptr 729. 

On appeal from a conviction on pleas of guilty to 
receiving stolen property and other offenses, defen­
dant could not successfully contend that the secret 
tape recording of a conversation between him and 
his female companion violated his constitutional 
right of privacy or that it was in violation of Pen. 
Code, § 632, prohibiting the use of electronic 
recording devices to eavesdrop or record confiden­
tial communication, and 18 U.S.C. § 2511, prohib-

iting the wilful interception of oral communica­
tions, where the two were under arrest and in 
police custody in a patrol car when their conversa­
tion was recorded. The constitutional right of 
privacy and the state and federal regulations pro­
hibiting the recording of conversations arc all 
designed to protect confidential communications, 
and it could not be said that defendant and his 
companion had a reasonable and justifiable expec­
tation of privacy at the time of the recording. 
People v Newton (1974) 42 CA3d 292, 116 Cal 
Rptr 690. 

In an action against a city and an employee for 
damages for recordation of a telephone conversa­
tion between plaintiff' and the employee concerning 
plaintiff's request to use the city council chambers 
for a meeting, the trial court did not abuse its 
discretion in denying plaintiff's oral requests, made 
immediately prior to trial and at the close of his 
case, for leave to amend to allege a violation of 
Pen. Code, § 632, proscribing the recording of a 
confidential communication without the consent of 
all parties to the communication, where plaintiff 
waited about year and a half before making the 
request, and where he failed to show how he could 
allege that a communication with a public em­
ployee concerning public business, such as use of 
the council chambers, could be confidential within 
the meaning of the statute. Rogers v Ulrich (1975) 
52 CA3d 894, 125 Cal Rptr 306. 

On a motion to dismiss an indictment charging 
defendant with recording a confidential communi­
cation without the consent of a party to the 
conversation (Pen. Code, § 632), the trial court 
erred in focusing upon the subjective expectations 
of the parties in regard to possible recommunica­
tion rather than upon the circumstances under 
which the conversation was conducted in order to 
determine whether the conversation had been a 
confidential cpmmunication. People v Wyrick 
(1978) 77 CA3d 903, 144 Cal Rptr 38. 

In a prosecution of defendant for embezzlement 
from his partnership, a tape recording of a conver­
sation between defendant and some general part­
ners was not a confidential communication made 
inadmissible under Pen. Code, § 632, and the trial 
court properly admitted it into evidence. Whether 
a communications is confidential is a preliminary 
question of fact, and there was substantial evi­
dence to support the trial court's finding that the 
recorded conversation was not a confidential com­
munication, where the nature of the meeting and 
the manner in which it was carried was such that 
the trial court could reasonably conclude that it 
was no different than other business meetings of 
the parties that were not confidential. People v 
Pedersen (1978) 86 CA3d 987, 150 Cal Rptr 577. 

In a criminal prosecution, the admission into 
evidence of tapes of defendant's conversations with 
his sister and brother-in-law while in jail did not 
violate defendant's rights under U .S. Const., 
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§ 632, n 3 CRIMES AND PUNISHMENT 

Fourth Amend., the Omnibus Crime Control and 
Safe Streets Act of 1968 (18 U.S.C., §§ 2510-
2520), the right to privacy under Cal. Const., art. 
I, § 1, or the California Invasion of Privacy Act 
(Pen. Code, §§ 630-637.2), where defendant failed 
to show that he had any reason to believe his 
communications were confidential and would re­
main private. The federal and state constitutional 
provisions apply only when parties to the commu­
nication have a "reasonable expectation of pri­
vacy" with respect to what is said. Similarly, the 
protection afforded by the statutes prohibiting the 
introduction into evidence of certain conversations, 
applies only to communications "uttered by a 
person exhibiting an expectation that the commu­
nication is not subject to interception under cir­
cumstances justifying such expectation" (18 
U.S.C., §§ 2510(2), 2511), or to a communication 
that is intended to be "confidential" (Pen. Code, 
§ 632, subd. (a)). People v Estrada (1979) 93 
CA3d 76, 155 Cal Rptr 73 I. 

Telephone bomb threats to state university police 
made by defendant did not constitute confidential 
communications within the meaning of Pen C 
§ 632, prohibiting the recording of such conversa­
tions, and thus the trial court, in defendant's 
subsequent prosecution for possession of a destruc­
tive device or explosive in a public place, properly 

denied defendant's motion to suppress evidence 
seized as a result of tape recordings of the tele­
phone conversations. People v Suite (1980) JOI 
CA3d 680, 161 Cal Rptr 825. 

4. Exclusion of Evidence 

On appeal from convictions of solicitation to com­
mit murder, the trial court's admission in evidence 
of conversations between a defendant and the 
persons solicited, recorded by those persons with­
out police authorization, could not be successfully 
challenged under the provisions of Pen. Code, 
§§ 631 , 632, making conversations recorded by 
private individuals without the consent of all par­
ties inadmissible. Those provisions deny violators 
of the sections any personal benefit from the 
evidence so obtained but do not necessarily pre- _ 
vent the government from making use thereof, 
and, in any event, Pen. Code, § 633.5, specifically 
provides that the provisions shall not be "con­
strued as rendering inadmissible in a prosecution 
for . . . any felony involving violence against the 
person, ... any evidence so obtained." Moreover, 
any error in admitting the recordings was harmless 
beyond any doubt since the persons solicited testi­
fied at trial and could have testified to the conver­
sations, and other recordings made by the police 
were equally damaging. People v Ayers (1975) 51 
CA3d 370, 124 Cal Rptr 283. 

§ 632a. [ Added by Stats 1921 ch 171 § 1 p 179 and repealed by Stats 
1933 ch 73 (F & G C § 1421) P 511.] 
See F & G C § 5901. 

§ 632b. [Added by Stats 1907 ch 239 § 5 p 304 and repealed by Stats 
1925 ch 170 § 1 p 321.] 

Note -There was another section of this number which was added by Stats 1909 ch 
638 § 1 p 973 and repealed by Stats 1925 ch 169 § 1 p 321. 

Former Section: Former § 632b, relating to taking fish near a hatchery, was added by Stats 
1895 ch 202 § 22 p 261 and repealed by Stats 1897 ch 230 § 5 p 347. 

§ 632b3. [Enacted 1872 and repealed by Stats 1911 ch 152 § 1 p 319.] 

§ 632c. [Added by Stats 1917 ch 97 § 1 p 140 and repealed by Stats 
1933 ch 73 (F & G C § 1421) p 511.] 
See F & G C § 8430. 

§ 632(4). [Added by Stats 1911 ch 58 § 1 p 74 and repealed by Stats 
1933 ch 73 (F & G C § 1421) p 511.] -
See F & G C § 5506. 
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· . ~ -. l · ~ ft -~~, f )! ~~~~U: · ' · ,- the. Syri~s are Sovi~t sJ.lirpg~t!lll ~d t~a~ • \,diue qas -~wt,teally ~en. hearq fr~m smce : . Gooqm~. ~ank. like .. ~ a.toµe ~ 1p the ~a- .. , 
.: _, dence. m h~elf ancl Ml !!~ding with the wit4pr~wAl'' -~ould · OC9,Q~()!l <intolertlble· •· t)le lirael_1s· ma~c~ed mto Lehat}on ove~ ij _. t1onal consc•oQsne" .~ackson brought· him 

Americ30 peop!~ that ,he woulp ~() .~old~y Kreoi~n croi:v1ng; ~.ll~h~i:)i ~~t;he ~asn!t ·. i,.iY~(lf."' ,~9. Se~. John Gierin . ~D:0~10) ha~k ~P. by~pro~1Qg t<> 'g,Q ~ ,Ptmiastus tQ . 
absolve,th~, nlili~.:ff Pm .8ff1~u~~~l~~tY. ~ - the famtest 1qea.qrhq~··ml· .. er.i~."t;.--~•tlWit, 1d §~~d, some/ tJJAA tl~O t~a~ 8JJ¥, t.1{flf!~'t~-~-- ~~gQtl~~ !1is re!ea.s~~;•.s.:'.. .•. _,., -~-{./> . ' .. ' .. _ 
the 241 dea~_~f 9c~•:-~?· .. · : · '.. , t!)tal lo~ of face. -~-;, ;• .. , .. ~ . . \ :.:, ., _; ·; ~'. .. · ·ward Arab con~e~ns 1s costly. '. 1, • :·: • ,- ,. ,_ .. l!]lmed\ate}y, tne' us~al p4tc~ -wen_t \IP, ·., 

~It can be .a.f~~ed. t~t Jt ,w~. t~~ only_ , .. A -~bird Pl?f be t}iijt, _«l •~1~, P,O .-W,\qt ~ij ·, .. S~dr~--r~rt,m, the v~nerslb~e. and <>I.I~---, m~cp of _1t fro~ Dem<;>erats, ~bout "mter­
!fimg for Re-ti~~ to do be~t,tSe 1t 1s ,ncre~- 1 ~o. high to pay {Q~ ;Nh~r ~~ {eg!!f#s· AA·~/~ ,. s~~~P ~1es,1deµt of ltalY., p~t th~ mat~~r . f~rmg'' w1tJr delica~ d1P,lomat,1c ~((orts _to- '. 
mgly appar!;l~.tha~ he repr~e~t& a small I ultimate respons1b1J~ty~Jq11~stoJ,~·. i:eftp~fl-• with unco~m9p bluntn~as- m a; .JP.eptmg , ward the same ep~~- , - . 
mino~ty ~i~pin his administr~tion wh~ fa-· .. fpr ~h~ u~!~-'.~~~l~lt~-11-r~~!~j .. ···.': . --~ith r~~p~~l1 i~ ~~~e. . . .. _ .. '_ .i ::;-'.: : _ ·: __ ~~t. ~~e ~~~/si :t~am. p!ay~~ mto Jac_k- , 

. ' .. ~ ; ~-. : ~- .... , 'J, ~ .v ' ' I ; _.,.-~ .. , :l7-,\,.t: ~ ::t~~,,T:~"-: .- ,~---. ,7 -- .. - ~· ·.T . :, ' ;· ',. ! ~- ' - .,--. • ," ~ ,,.J . ~} ,. i 

ft'hiteffcnase -~xpf,'~tsJ~·oaepJ'iPJ~P-4,\;:1~7--~L .. >·, -· , . <' . , ., · ', ·• .. ·:. , 
Wick In£0fffl& fta{~:¾'.,flii; Of.His . Se~r~t-Tap·m,g· ,", ~ 

: , . • , : · 1 '.'fi f, r., . ~ . ,.• t • · , , ; . , • , I ' - · · · , (,,l.j 
• ' • • ,. '"\ I • ..., ... f'-."R ; 'i. T t .. l • ~ • • • I • l❖:-

By Lou Cannon , , . /,gan) reajl;v ~pprov~S.Qf•~i~ilP6r~yes,"'~ Among those )Vhose.·c~nversatio~s -. . . · Wh~te -Ho½se_ officials her~ made 
Washington PosiBtaff Writer : ,.,; '-'~Pe~~~ Aa1~ . when ask~d .the ~res- had been r~~fq~d -.~.!~kqyJ . ~~f ,,;•J 1ght 0~ ~he_ inc1de11t af\4 sa~4 ; th&~ 

LOS AN_GEL~. -Dec. 28-~ :- 1d~µt~ OPJ!llPn,about Wick's actions. ; ~l}QW!edge, '.,tbe'~ew~pl)~er sa1a::were -. ·: .tpey did _not_expec~ ~ea.~~ to -~eJ.>"'n,. 
Charh:s Z. Wick, director of the U,S. "I would JU~ge he g~nerally would ,. ~n. · Mf:k:. O. lJJl.tfield ~rn,-Qt~.), r1wand his friend. • · .. ·:. · c; • :- • · 

Information Agency, ~led Presi- .n?f3PPr?yJ! of it. .He-~oesn't do)t . ' l<el}Peth,A$leJman,-9~1t~l{ the di, ,, ·(\ ~t&~me~t issued / J;'ue3day on ' 
dent Reagan Tuesday night to say l)j~~lf; 1t s. ~Qt done 10 the White '. i:Jlc~or of!h~ IiJr~••frlJI~ Qontr~l:an~h ~•c.l< s , ~.ehalf ~Y~-USI4 &pokrsmim ··: ri 
that he ~d tap~-recor~ed tel~phone . 1-f o~~Qot smce 197 4." , ).·'. DisarmameJ)'t •A~y, ~iuu.11 iW aft~ ·t ·,JJm , .J.3~.~i . siyd · tqat .W1c~ began •. _ 
conversations without inforoun_g the \ . •Repo_rters· gre~ted the latter com- j. , Annenb~r · for lJ Sot ruu,11aqoi; .. ~qe tap1p~ ~n .. <Wl'W¥i 1983, and _ 
other party, White _J:1ouse spokef!· !, !119P' ' 'ith laughter, and _Speak~s~~ . t!> Britai!.' · O:~rin~'~llQ~i[ witl ·-'iaptjnµ~., -it. f()r ~'{~til wonth~ .. '\ ,; 
ntan Larry S~e& said today. , · · ·JOmed 10. fle was a staff ass1st~t m/ Nanc are sched ·~d ~ cl , l} . •. J-lpwev~r;; ·The · Times , r~port - S{lld 
1 Speakes said that he djd _not know !he. ~ress of~ce · during· t?e admin~~ ·1 nu;i Ne ·Y ~ If t~ ,,it-}/' .,: that the t·t.r~scripts .Jt ?btained were _, 
bow Reagan responded. W1c~, a for- ·1Straj;1on of Richard M. Nixon, wheq l an · w dar. ve Pl!r ... ~~ . ~-~-_• :o(-com;erss,t1ons tapep m 1982. ~ 
mer movie executive, is a long-time the pre~ident made a practice 9(' , ~n~nberg es~ t,e iµ .J:lalm $pr1qp,)J ·'. t ~ .. , Bryant said that he was unable t,o ·, 
social friend_ of the_Reagans. .. tap_e-recor~iri~ Oval Office , conver, 1 Wic~/~ ~~~0-d~t.~~/~ Q_~ ~d;,;:__ clarifi ~he ·discrep,ncy_ ·ab~ut wh~n 

In the daily White House bnefing sations. · . 1 , , !\Urf~P~J ,!8PfX" i¥R.im,W~P;,. 9Df;l' ~C~ s, · · the-~pmg-began 'and ended. I:\~ said' \ 
held here today,while Reagan vaca- The New YorJ< Times, in a report • . But .afte:t"_~l~ .-~aU~t~-~~~~:,,l~at t~ey-- that an employe of the telephone 
ti()ns in California, Speakes-t1aid that published today, said that it had . had b_eep, ~~re~ly.:~peq. W1~k \tile- .:· company ~ho · ins~lled the · taping' 
the president does not want Wick to obtained transcripts . of some of p.honeg_ 'l'h~ •'f1pies to · .~ay that "a ·, device and whq l!lter disconnected( it 
resign, and added that what is done Wick's telephone conversations in small • P,~rce11tage" of 'hi~-1 cq9y~rsa- , "was1 on .. vacatjon anq could not.·be 1 

about the telephone calls is "up to 1982, which his callers said must . , tioruJ had been taped without· the · · located. · Bryant .. 11ddeg that , the .. 
Wick." have been taped although they did knowledge pf the other party, the phone company employe's tiles are ·· : ·~ ~ · CtIARtES i. WlCK 

"I don't know whether he [Rea- not know it at the time. . . ' . tl newspap~r reported. '• '1
· •

1 
' locked quring his iibsence. . •. at fir11t de~ed 11\U'l'eptiU.< 
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• --~ , ...... ~ near an an-
cient Miwok Indian village and 
burial site. 

"Nobody's going to get hurt. 
This is going to be a freebie for 
the public," says project director 
Joe Davis of the Sonora Mining 
Corp., a subsidiary of the Cana­
dian-based ABM Mining Group. 

But many residents aren't so 
sure. 

"I'm not against progress or 
even against mining," said Joe 
Hurst, owner of the Hurst Feed 
and Fuel Co. of Jamestown. But 

_ .,-~u UVJII 1uy well," 
he said. 

Miwok Indians in the area 
said they are concerned that-In­
dian artifacts and burial grounds 
would be dug up, thrown away 
and lost. 

But the area's unemployment 
rate is 14 percent, and_bartender 
Nick Lewis says, "Jamestown has 
fallen and risen over the last 100 
years because of mining: 1 .know 
a lot of people who wouldn't care . 
two cents about noise and pol­
lution if they had a job to feed 
their families." 

Wicll Acknowledges Taping· 
-Phone Calls Until Last Year 

Associated.Press : , "When· concerns about this prac-
Charles Z. Wick, .director of the tice Qf •taping were raised by · my 

U.S. Information Agency, said last staff, I ·.recognized that in my desire 
night that he . sometimes tape- to ensure accuracy -and promote the 

. recorded his telephone ~ls but mission of the agency, I may have . 
stopped doing so after his staff been insufficiently sensitive to con-
"raised concerns" about .the practice. cerns some may have about the prac• 

In a statement ,read by USIA tice of recording ·telephone conve~--
spokesman Jim Bryant, Wick said sations; accordingly, I discontinued 
he "recorded a smali ,percentage of the practice." 
my own incomin"g arid outgoing tele- Wick also said he " ... meant n() 
phone conve~tions wiµi others, pti- .offe~ to any,!>ne ~d ~~ologize ,if . 
lizing commercially ·available equip- ·. 8!1Y•~as ta_!<en. : ·.. . :·• 
ment. This was done ~lely to ensure ' ~tck satd.~e began t¥ ~pmg ~ · 
accuracy and facilitate appropriate .Jan~ary of this year !111d contm~ed _1t 
follow-through on . the topics dis- f ~r several months. Bryant said he· 

,, did not know whether anyone be-
cussed, and for no other purpose. ·d ·usIA taff b . h d th · . s1 es s mem ers a e1r 

The statement was prepared m t I h call ·ta d ctl . . . e ep one s pe or · exa ~ 

apparent ~esponse to an ll)te~ew when the taping was stopped. 
M~nday wi~h The New York Times, In The Times. jnterview, Wick ... 
~fo~h publ~hed _a_ report on the tap- . said he had .dismantled taping 
mg m tod_ay s edt!-io~s. . . equipment attached '.to his office 

The. Times said 1t ha? obta1~ed Dictaphone "~.Y.ell! ;ago. or more" J>e. 
transcrtpts of conversations Wick cause "I didn't want it misunder-
taped in 1982 with ~n. Mark 0. ~tooo"·around the Jlgeq<;y. 
Hatfield (R-Ore.); Kenneth L. Adel- ·'IJ've never done·'it :ivithout telling 
man, ?irector of the -Arms Control somebody," the~, n~w~paper quoted 
and Disarmament Agency; Walter H. Wick as saying about 'the taping. "I 
Annenberg, former ambassador to .had ·t pulled oukl don't ·1mow, a 
Britain, and actor Kirk Douglas. year ago or more." · · ·· 

Wick said . he "often advised the ·. Wick said in the statement that 
caller that I was recording the con- '.he _had transcripts iµade. of the con• 
versation or a portion of it, but in 'versati9ns and then erased· the tapes 
haste I did not do this·consistently. •for future use. · ' : ; . :. ':· 

• •• " {,, •S. • -. • !• • • 

I 976 Assassination· · <: , ' . 
Chile's Airline Posts a?Bo~if t~ 

To Cover Letelier Liability 
NEW YORK, Dec. 27 (UPI)­

Chile's national airline posted a $4 
million -bond today to cover the 
Chilean government's liabilitv in t.h"' ,., __ , . . 

In 'his order, Lasker noted- that 
the airline is the "alter ego" of the 

· Chilean govemnient. · 
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How would you like to 
term life insurance? And 

· If you're a non-smoker, 
GEICO Annuity and Insur 
of GEICO) has just introd 
Risk" Term Life Insurance 

How much can you sav 
There's an easy way'to 

and compare your current 
All it takes is a five-min ._ 

our rates are ~to low. 

· WEPU1GOODH . ~'IOWORK 
Everyone-~now;J thats 

. > shouldn't have to pay the S· 
·everyone knows the ben 

bigg_er quantities. vn11 .-• ft 
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'White Hou$elnquiring Into Taped Telephone Calls 
By JANE PERLEZ stopped recording calls. , 

It is not a crime under Federal law or 
spec1a1toTbeNewYortnmes District of Columbia law for one·party 

WASHINGTON, Dec. 28-The White to tape-record a telephone conversa­
House said today that it was looking tion without telling the other. At least 
into the circumstances of the secret · 13 states, including Florida, California 
tape-recording of office telephone calls and Maryland, have laws making the 
by the director of the United States In- practice a ,hrime, but there are court · 
formation Agency, CharlesZ. Wick. decisions in some states that construe 

The White House counsel, Fred F. the laws narrowly. 
Fielding, said, "Obviously we're not ig­
noring the situation." 

In California, where President Rea­
gan is on vacation, his spokesman, 
Larry Speakes, said he believed the 
President "generally would not ap­
prove" of surreptitious taping of tele­
phone calls. 

Mr. Speakes said Mr. Reagan "does 
not wish Mr. Wick to resjgn." He · 
added: "The point is that it is up to ~r. 
Wick as to what he does about record­
ing phone calls. It is up to his agency 
about how they deal with it." 

Concern About Political Effects . · · 
, White House aides said they were 
concerned about the .political repercus­
sions of the secret taping. They -said 
they were trying to determine how long 
Mr. Wick had been making tapes and if 

. there were any tapes in his possession. 
On Tuesday, Mr. Wick, who is a 

friend of the President, acknowledged 
that he had secretly taped telephone 
conversations. His statement came 
after: an interview with The New ;york 
Times on Monday in ,which he repeat­
edly denied that he had recorded tele­
phone callers without their consent. 

The Times obtained transcripts of 
, telephone conversations taped by Mr. 

Wick in 19~. Seven of the callers have 
said they did not know they were being 
taped. 

In his acknowledgment; Mr. Wick 
--said be began taping calls secretly last 
January and later discontinued the, 
practice. He ~id not specify when he 

• 

ReacUon'tn Congress 
On Capitol Hill, the chairmen of the 

Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
and the House Foreign Affairs Com­
mittee, which oversee the Information , 
agency, said they wo'ajd inqUire .into 
Mr. Wick's taping. . 

'Senator Charles H. Percy, Republi­can of Jllinois, chairman of the Senate 
committee, said, "I pave asked the 
staff to undertake an adequate study to 
see what procedures were used, to be 
sure :we're exercising due diligence." 

Representative Dante B. Fascell, 
Democrat of Florida, the acting chair­
man of the House committee, said, 
"We'll be investigating and taking ap­
propriate action." He said he believed 
that taping telephone calls without tell­
ing the other party was "unwise, uneth­
ical and bad public policy." 

Mr. Wick, who was said by his office 
to be "on vacation" at his home in the 
capital, · postponed a planned trip to 
California. He was on ·the telephone 
with staff aides today and also spoke to 
Mr. Percy. James Bryant, 1l spokes­
man for Mr. Wick·, said the director 
"would have no comment" on the 
White House statements or·other·ques-
tions. · 

Among those who say their phone 
conversations were taped by Mr. Wick 
without permission were Walter H. An­
nenberg, the publisher ·and former 
United States Ambassador to Britain; 
Senator Mark 0. Hatfield, Republican 

Qf Oregon, chairman of the Senate Ap­
propriations Committ¢e; Kenneth 
Adelman, director of the United S~tes 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agen­
s:y; the actor Kirk Douglas and Jeffrey ' 
Bell,' the Republican candidate in New 
Jersey last year for the United States 
Senate. Caspar Weinberger Jr,. the son 
of the Defense Secretary, who worked, 
for Mr. Wick last year, and Geoffrey . 
SWaebe, the United States Ambassador 
to Belgium, were also taped without 
their knowledge. 

In his acknowledgment of the taping, 
Mr. Wick apologized, saying that 
"upon reflection I can understand how 
some might find it intrusive." He 
added, "I meant no offense to anyone 
and apologize if any was taken." 

In the interview at his home on Mon­
day, Mr. Wick said he had taped the 
conversations to increase efficiency. 

"I recognized in my desire to insure 
accuracy ·and promote· the mission of 
the agency I may have been insuffi­
ciently sensitive to concerns some may 
have about the practice of recording 
ielephone conversations,'' he said. 

Mr. Fielding, the White House coun­
sel, who approved Mr. Wick's Tuesday 
statement before 'its release/ said he 
did not find it 'an "accept(lble practice" 
to tape a telephone conversation se­
cretly, even for reasons of efficiency: 
· Asked what the per{alty would be for 
;,uch a practice, Mr. Fielding replied, 
"It would depend on the circum­
stances." He acknowledged that Mr . . 
Wick had said in the past that he would 
resign if he caused embarrassment to 
the Administration or the President. 

'Asked about the discrepancy of dates 
between Mr. Wick's assertion that he 
had started secretly taping in .January 
this year and the transcripts dated In 
1982 made available to The Times, Mr. 
Fielding said he could not attest to the 
veracity of Mr. Wick's dates. 

' 
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• United Pren l11tematlonal 

Popti John Palil tt meeting with Mebmet All Agca, the man who tried to kill him In 1981, In a Rome prison. 
, ' • , • I 

, • I 

POPE MEETS IN.JAIL.­
.- WITH·HISATIACKER 

US.LA.· Director Acknowledges 
T ~pi~ .Telephone Calls• in Secret 
• . I , . •• . 

I • ., • " . ' ' 
' ' • ~ I • • 

. The followirig article is }:,ased on reporting by Wi lliam Safire and Jane Per-
l WO Con~er.sEt~as. Brothers~·. in ;!ez and was Written by Miss.P~!lez. 

· '· ' ":) · · Spedaltolbe NewYork Tlmes , 

A~cis .Prisa~ ~~,nr.~ome ·_J -'·w ASHING TON, Dec. 27 ~ The direc- • F'lorjda' ·and Maryland, 'have_ criminal 
---~· -- · tor of the· pnited . States lnforination statutes prohibiting StJch'taplng . 

. - llyHENR~~-·,, · · .Agency, Charles Z. Wick, ha$ secretly . The ':New York Tim~ has obtained 
. . tape-i:ecorded his office telep~?.ile C9D· transcr:fpts· of ~ome of Mr. Wick;s tele-: 

.. , Specla)toTbeNewY~~ , · versations with Government ·oft!cials, phone_ conversations, which all : tOQk 
. ROME, Dec. Tl -Pope Jol;m Paul H his staff .an~.friends,..accordlng to his · ·place in f 982, that1~s,callers say m.llSt 

, .. ~d th~ ~~ W.h!uµ~vely w~ded .aides ahd to ,irans¢pts of the conver: , have:been-taped,' although they dld:not 
1 !iim.tn;l~l:5&t~_a1>~ _cel1'for20 . satlons. • _ , , . · . . ··:', .,- . · -,----- · - - . 
· minutes today, alone, ~-qwet conver: lnaninterview.onMonday,Mr. ,Wlck · Con~u~on_PageD17,Cobunn4 . 

sation. · . . denied ,that he had taped telephone 
· 'Wlba':t w~ut4.10.~c4 other,,~ _a se-~ i:ans su~titiously, say,ihg h,e had al- · 
uet between him and met 1yre·~~ ! :W.ys ... -inf6nned the other,partywhen a u. .s. Steel to' cu· t 
told :reporters after tbe"dll~ : ~'I . conversationwasbelngrecorded . 
spoke ·to him "1lS I would_ ·ilJ>elk to 1fl. -:71\tter-stx pf his callers said they-had 
brother~honil~~vm:aD~'.'f~: ·~ ;i ~tl,Y;fAped, Mr. _Wick .:tele- 3 .Plants to Be 
,enj~~yco,nfiden~.: :-·,. :· p~eda su,tten;u~nt!to·~ New York rl 

Ayattcanspokes1!1an;~~ev.J>ier-; Tifues1ateiodai ~aylngthat_star:tlngtn 
· 'frarico -lP~;. ,aid~.- assaJJa~~• : Jartuar)t, of Jt4s year,, :he recorded. "a 

. Mehmet -~ ~ca,_-~t .and~ .small percenta'g~": of ,his telephone 
. !John -Paul s ,nng as the.:Pope ~ to conversations and had not ,.aJways in- · 

\ leave. Mr. Agca is a ,25-year-old ~k- formed the other party. . : . PITTSBURGH, - I 

-isQ Moslem. Prison guards~~ papal ·- .- , · · ' , , 1 United States St~l Corporation,- ,the . 
- officials obs~rved the ~eeting froqi · a · Practice Discontinued, He Says · nation's largest steelmaker, .an• i n _ 
'COrridor outside t1)e open cell, but the The .statemetlt, which he said had nounced today that it was closiJ;lg three , g 
two men spoke _witli such low .intensi~ been approv~ by the ~te 'House· plants and parts of ~ore th~ a d?~e11 • 
that they·couid not be heard. • ~unseJ, Fred F. Fielding, said that the others; eliminatin~ 15,430 jobs. :" St 

Se~· I.If Sent - ·,.. · · ,. . practice .had been discontinu~, but it Most of the ·steelmaking 1acilities at 
· ~ g ... ,! -~ · · · -. _ didnotsaywhen. · · _ ., Chicagcfs :102.-year-old South Works ' 

The Pope ptib}icly·forgave_his assail- "I often advised the caller that I was complex· will be idled, and the Cuya-
. _ant, w1:1<> ~ .. se~ •. ~: Jife i;entence, recording the 'C()hversation or a' poiti.on hoga, ,Works in Clevela~d, a wire plant 
frQm bis -sickbed four'iiays ·after · ~e · of it but in haste I did not :cio this con- In Trenton and a specialty· stee.l prod­
ehooting In St .. P~er"s Square. :on ~ay sist~ntly, "Mr. Wick's statement 1said. u~ _plant. in J ohnsti:>wn, Pa., . wiU be 
13, .. ,1981:; 'Mr. Agca has -publicly ex- "I may have been· insufficiently sensi- . shut. . . , . . 
pressed bis repentance. But . the two tive to· concerns some may have about The closings will reduce the .Pitts- : 
:11:1en fu!d not been so close to each other . the practice \'Of recording telephone burgl)-based. company's steelmaking 
smce that day when the gunman struck conversations; accordingly I discontln- ' capacity by 16 percent, · acceleratillg 
~e Pope with two bullets fired from a uedthepractice." . . . the shrinkage of the nation's steel fu.. 
pi.Stol at close ~e as JoJ;m Paul was · .- . . dustry in the face of competition from 

· driven through a crowd of 10,000 people , No ~ederal or Dis!rict of Columbia low-priced imwrts and the small non-' 
attencling his weekly general audi~ce. · · statute makes it ~ cnme for one party union steelmakers that have developed 
•·Speaking to ininates in the women's to tape a telephone conve;5at1on with- in the last decade. . , • 

.section of Rebibbia Prison after his out the-knowledge or the consent of an. . . · · . 
· · other. But legal experts say that .at Concessions Were Sought • 

1 :._ - -continued on Page A4~ Column S · · - · least_ 13 states, in.eluding, -~ifomia, · . The ·closings, which will be· effective 
· · · · · · · next April, followed weeks of efforts by 

. ' / , . ,,- the :~inpany -tO -extratt concessions 

W·. he .... ,·e· . ·T· he·y✓ St' and -,•. r'; from the workers that would make the 
J.• plants more com~itive. The compa-

ny's decision wiH 'intensi_!y the ,eco- . 
· ' · nomic hardship of tlJe steelwqrkers and T ~r..1r--Qr'\ n ,, C' p 1 ~ 11 c:. fro~ ~Q ~ the steel communities and is another in 



~a reiatf!" u u.11uyau,r .,, vu-

! look f physics . back-
1r se nductors, for ex-
1e said. "We stress the im­
of a modem background 
m a particular discipline. 
·efer law firm experience.•• 
artment might handle three 
ljor cases at a time, he con­
lie usually ,hire outside l~f. 
t we use them efijciently. , • 
provides the suppqrt for the 
tigator. · , 
ll you one thing," he said. 
wyers like patent law. It 
~Ives big, expensive litiga­
:hey consider it an intellec­
enge." 
r. Massengill and Mr. Mar­
t basic training at the foun­
-:- the United States Patent 
emark Office. 
a tent office used· to have a 
rate for attorneys of about 
~t a year," he said. "It 
Its policy and began to hire 
miners with an engineering 

l«l/.lllft• ru.1-..- ;;,..._..a."'t-,.,•., .. _. _ .. - r ---0 -- -- _ _ _ 

terstate or international calls may viC>-1 cases involving interstate or intema-1 aULIIVHL,1 w p 4 vwv ••• -. r--- --- _ • 
late a seldom-enforced Federal Com- tional calls. • , Congress had not prohibited. : ·· ::. .. .. -~ .. : 

U.S.LA. Chief Says He Taped Phone C<I/1s secretlj 
. -

. Co~~ued From Page Al 

know it at the time. 
Transcripts · were read to Senator 

f1ark 0. Hatfield, Republican of Ore­
gon and chainpan of the Senate Appro­
priations Committee; Kenneth L. Adel­
man, the director of the United States 

. Arms Control and Disarmament Agen­
cy, and Walter H. Annenberg, former 
Ambassador to Britain. They all said 
they· recalled the conversations but 
said they had not been told by Mr. Wick 
theywere beingfaped. ' 

- . ~--~~. 
scripts show, Mr. Wick spoke to"~ . 
Annenberg about policy on unemployed 
automo~ile workers. Mr. Annen~. 
who has invited Mr. Wick to his annual . 
New Year's Eve party with tlle Pxesi­
dent and top Administration .officials, 
said he had no idea he was being taped. 

· \ "To. my memory, nobody - nobody 
- has ever asked my 1)ermission .to 
record a conversation with me," Mr . 
Annenberg said. 

Mr. -Wick taped the younger Mr. 
Weinberger in March 1982 regardin~ 

· his job performance. Mr. Weinberger · 
saiC, he had no knowledge of the tap~ 
but did not find anything unusual ~bo'.tlt 

Kirk Dougl~ Spoke to HJm it. "I a~ ~ot bothered. by it," Mr. w~::-
nd." berger sa1d. .;. · 

. The actor, Kirk Douglas, °Caspar W. One of the transcribed telephone CC!Ik• 
• • • · WeinbergerJr., ·thesonoftheDefense •yersations ma~e available -.to 'I11e 

two corporate officials are . Soc_retary, who worked for Mr. Wick.at Times showed that Mr. Wick -spoke _t2;, 
ntly~, theirfonperem- the agency, .and the Ambassador to Ambassador Swaebe while he was"'kt· 
, acco~~ to Cynthia Nel- Belgium, GeQffrey Swaebe, whose con- ' United Statl:!S Mission to. the Europe~ 
, paf~t office. She holds the versations were taped and transcribed office o( the United Natipns in Nov¢i:p-
uperY1S01:f ~rsonnt:l classi- in 1982 said they were not informed of TheN 'ber 1982, , · · · ' ' • .. .:-•L 
md staffing speciahst. ~ . . ewYorkTunes . . " . .c 
ave been biting patent ex- the tapm~. _ . . . . . . Charles z. Wick ~o.nversati_on About Unkletter · 1, 

who may or may not have Mr. Wick,--who ts a close friend of . . ' Mr: Swaebe,nowAmbassadortol3el-
rees," she sald. "The pri- Pr~iqent:Reagan ~d who with his · '. •. : · ,, . . , . gium; who desc,ribed hims~lf.as a loJit._ 
alification 'is an ·engineering wife spent Christmas Day with Mr. and th_e qu~~on .was ~peaqld, l'W· Wt£k, , t;me 'f.riend: of ~r. Wick, said he ~:• · 
:al sciences background," by Mrs. Reagan at the White Jfouse, said' said: 

11 
~ts not my practice to have called the·conyersation, about µte ~it 

e means majors in areas like in the Monday interview that he had _ them. . · · ' · ·· . of the entertamer Art Linkletter t<f~' 
ch mi try. tro d" tied th • . Mr. W~ck, who angrily (refused to Swaebe home in .Geneva. He .said,:& 

e s • as nomy. 1_sman e taping eqwpment at- continue the .interview " after .15 uld t · be ·•1·M ·w· kb ....,._,, with superior. grades from tached t hi ffi D' t b u · , co no remem r,1 r. IC au u.r 
Jeges t:an start . at around o ~.o ce ic.~p _on1; a year minutes, . acknowledged that lt~ had· formed him thaihe was being taped. ;;. , 
md within five years might a~o...or mor~ ~ll!e I didn t want it 1>¥n warned "some time ago" · by But -Mr. 'Swaebe said he was· nJtt' 

th $42 700 · rrusunderstood around the agency. ' Jonathan W. Sloat, then the general particularly surprised· that-Mr. Wieki 
~. •~ Gov~mment . can "I've never -.done it without telling counsel to United States Informatioq. had taped the conversation. "He ha'.&.a 
,job-related training, which somebody," Mr. ~ick said on Monday Agen~y, t'hatheshouldnot~pewithout~ habit .of making ' it very public,!' Mr •• 
they could take some Jaw of the taping. "I had it pulled out - I perrmssion. · Swaebe said of Mr. Wick's taping in his 
"She added that chem~~try don'tknow,ayearagoormore .. " • HeConcludesltlsDlegal office:"l'mno~s~~scloseaswe.lH'e-
lVith biological training were . Mr. Wiclc's executive assistant,· Rob- ''that's when 'I became concerned that ,h,~ would fmd 1t necessary to s.ay if . 
nd because of the ,growth in ert L. Earle, 32 . years old, asked about how it might look w.itb some of to me . ove! the tele_!'hone. l . 
olgy. · whether Mr. Wick surreptitiously the word going around," . Mr. Wick . 'Mr.Douglas,peachedathishomftl.Ja 
ie current fiscal year, which tap¢ calls, said: ''I have the imeres- said. The director said he nad then ex- Palmjprings, sai~ tJ}at~edidnotkil_o~ · 
1 Oct. 1, the fiatEmt office ex- sion that.such a thing happened." He ~ed the .laws and regulations con- that --a :'Conversaflo~ with Mr. \14ct· 
hire 180 examiners. In the . added: "I'mnotawareofaspecificin- . cernmg. taping ~d had reached the abouthisoverseastrtpsonbehalfofthe 

~e:t:~~~res~;::~·of stance where the director taped a call conclusion that it was illegal_ i'l ~pe _-agency had~~~: Mr. Douglas 
e backlog Of patent applica

• without warning ,, . . cwet:, the telephone without the other · added that while m pnnc1ple he tho~ 
· · · party's permission. · , _..,.. an 4ldividual should be informed;:ti~ · 

lie also are.hiring some attor- . Mr. Earle, who is a Foreign Service • Although such taping is ·not illegal was }?eing taped in a .~lephone coDVe,, 
lhe said, explaining that they l)fficer, said .that be had warned Mr. • under Federal statutes, the American sation, · "Frankly, from -my point.:Of · 
irought in at around·$25,300 if Wi'c;k that such a practice was an inva- Bar Association arid nianystate bar as- view I don't care." · : ~•l 
ve high grades and suitable sion of privacy and "in nobody's inter- sociations say it is unethical'for a :law- ·Another transcription involyed aJoo 
courses. est." Mr. Earle said he believed. that yer ·to tape a .telephone conyersation ' met director of the United State;; Infcm, 

Mr.- Wick had "no intention to subvert without the permission of all partici- mation'Agency, LeonardH. Marks.·A~ 

~el 9utput' 
•wn by6.8% 
el production fell to 1.6 
m tons in the holiday­
ened week • ended . last 
'day,, decrease of 6.8 per­
from the previous week's 
nillion tons, the American 
and Steel Institute !>aid 
lay. - . 
e industry's production 
mte<J to 55.4 percent of ca­
y during the week, down 
59.5 percent in the previ-

veek. .... · · 
timated fi~ for the 
to date showed production 
.08 million net tons, an in- · 
;e of 17 .2 percent from the 

million net.-tons in the 
ious year. . ~ 
oduction so far this year 
5.5.6 percent of capacity, 

rom 46.4 percent a year 
er. 

anything,.he jus~ pushed himself to the pants. cording to the transcript, he told Mr. 
physical limit to find· out what's going Asked specifically'if he had secretly W.ick last :Qecember how he bad acted 
on.". · · , . . taped Mr. Hatfield, Mr. Adelman and · as an intermediary between Mr. Wick 
. In the interview· with Mr. · wick, I'!fr. Annenberg, 'Mr. Wicks.aid he had and the Foreign Minister of Sri Lank&. 

which took place in his rented home in not. · concerning a matter t>efore the. ~ 
the Northwest ·section of the capital, Ac.cording to curren~ and former -erai Assemblr. . 
thedirector,whois66,saldthathe':Vas aides, Mr. Wick's office . procedure .. Mr. Marks, who •isa friend of ·Mt: 
an inveterate user of a Dictaphone. . called for daily notes to be typed-from Wick, said that he had advised Mr .. 

cassettes from his Dictaphone. Copies Wict to tape the conversation "so tlr,lt 
He said tha~ w~en the agency m?ved of some of ~es~, dated March 1982'1.P he could.share it with his general CGUJ1'i 

into a new bwldmg in Ma}'., th_e Dicta- March 1983, came·intothepossessionof selandothers." . ··.,_":/. 
phone~ystemhehadusedtn_hisprevi- TheNewYorkTimes. · · ·• -~\ 
ous office wa'S moved into his new of- . . .: · . .:. 
flee. He s~d it was a Dictaphone pur- They Mostly Involve 1'.l!ougbts ll-.,,,. • J , A' • J J::!.• 1 , . • .. 1 

chased with Government funds. They consisted primarily · of ·Mr. / ~ ·• "'t'laent $ laes rlte ;.:-_:. 
the distrfot manager of Dictaphone Wjck's own dictation of "thoughts in . • . . ·: > 

in Washington, .Daniel J. Hilbert, said the mid~le of the night" and thoughts 1n Papers for 2 Primartes· 
an examination of his files showed that the office, and telephone conversa- -· • · · .:"'" 
Mr. Wick'a office had·bought a "'micro- tions, according to Mr. Earle. . · .. ' v -:!}, 
casettedesktopDictaphoneunit;Model These cassett.es were .transcribed by ByVnltedPressintemat1ona1 , _ ~ .f; 
3891" which was capable of making one of-Mr. Wick's secretaries. and the Rep~entatives' _bf President . ~e~'.? 
recordings of telephone conversations. transcriptions were marke<(into what · gan mea legal paj>ers today to qu~ 
The telephone recording1on this model the office called "actjon requests" and him to become .a candidate in the·:~e.: 
is activated by~ light touch of the fin- distributed to members ,of bis staff for publican 'Presidential primaries- -in 
ger on a control. • follow-up, according to present and for- New Hampshire and Illinois .. , < -, .. 

. , . . / · . meraides.. . - . Alth hM R beca J .. , 
Asked If he had any audio tapes made, The transcriptions were titled ·"CZW . oug r. eagan me a . eg-tt 

from te_lephone c_onversati_ons in· 1li~ Dail_~· Notes" and. some of them con- . candidate in, the two stat~. he bas-ye~ 
Mr w k h l to make any oral -declaration that· he 

poss_ess_1~?· . IC 'w O IS a .~wyer, _tain verbatim . ~cripts of tele- will seek re-election. Mr. Reagan ts -ta 
rephed. Nottomylqlowledge. When phone conversations, such. as those announcehisplansJan: 29. .. ... 

with Senator Hatfield, Mr. Adelman, In Illinois, former Vice President 
Mr; Annenberg, Mf . . Douglas and th~ , .Walter F. Mondale, Senator Alan C~ 

~'THE.TAX WRITE~OFF 
THAT HELPS ·AMERICA" · 

-younger Mr. Weinberger. - ston of Califorpfa 'and the Rev. Jesse 
Sef!ato:r:H/itfield, ~fter t?eing read a Jackson, filed . tod~y 

1
tor ·the Derm>: · 

transcript of a cQnversation about a cratic Presidential pnmary. TQe Illi• 
John Adams quotation 'on the Ameri- · nois primaridi are to be lield"March10; 
can Revolution with the director in Oc- . and today was the first day candidates 
tober 1982, said he ll!membered talking could file. · " ·'.' 
to Mr. Wick. "i nev-er knew1hat I was The co-chairman-of Mr. 'Reagan's I\(, 
being recorded," said Mr. Hatfield. "I Jin · · ff R a1· :u 
would have liked to know whether I was ms campa~ e ort, epresenta• Vo::: 

SOLAR ENERGY 4 TO· 1 
• Money Is Paid To Trustee. 
• Good Economics. 
• 25% Investment/Energy Tax Credits. 
• Income Flows Within 6~ Days. 

1-800-553-3872 Ext~ 108A 
212-340-9122 Ext. 26 

Lynn Martin, tO<?k pe~tlons with 51~ 
be~greco~ed. I don:t _appreciate it." , names to election board offices "lri 

Mr. Adelman, ·who according to a Springfield. His state (;llmpatgn cha,1.r­
tr.anscriptalsospoketoMr. WickinOc- . man, Gov. Jam~ R. ThOlf!PSOn, was 
tober 1982, said he recalled the conver- notpresent. · . , .. 
sation,, which was about the ,nuclear Representative Martin .said, "'0$ 
freeze, but did not know of ~e taping. does not mean he has to be a can;~~ 
".I am si.irprised, '.' he said.' but without h,is stgnatum he w ' · ~ 

Also in October las_t year, the trail· be able to appear 911 ~W~;}A jt:J 

< I 
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:r " 
· Opiniohs,Uif{er on LaW in Tal)ing·Phon~ c~llS' 

• • •· •., . ' ,' •• I ·• • • • .• • - - - -

t .. . ' ' ,. . ' \ \ ' 

·BySTUARTTAYLORJr. muniC!ltions Com.:riission requireme'1t · ·Thus, if a person in Washington~ 
J the trend toward .. , ' SpeclaltoTheN-YorkTlm• . , ' . in telephone company tariffs t~il.t a reptitiously taped a long-distance.:&ill ' 
:chi He points to . · W ~S.HINGTON, Dec. 'J:1- For many' periodic beep~ sounded to give ~9tice with an ·acqtliantance in Florida, th~ 
technology. - ' 'years the tape-recording ,of conversa- of the ta~ing._ ·. · · woulclapparently be no _crime becaW!i 
tent attorneys has tions by one participant without the . In add,1tion, an ~inion o! the Ameri- there hr·no law prohibiting the pra~ 
it in recent ears knowledge of the other has been a . can . Bar ~sociatl~n Committee on in the District of folumbia, w~e~- _ 

d 1 source of contention · a crime in some Ethics and Professional ResponsibilitJl recordirtg was done. • , .. ... .i · 

~ ' ~ t sc ence • states but not in oth~rs an~ generally · in !974 stated that it was unethi~ for a . But if the person in Florida record~ 
· t\f a e O _com- ..-~~• underanethicalcloud. -~ . .. · i lawyer to use an ~lectronic device-to the same conversation without, tellini 
~ ~:.to~~~ . ._--.1.::. . The most celebrated case wasPresl- record ~ ~versation without •the con- tl,le ~~quaihtanc~ 1n the District of ~ 

f tutit h 1 . dent N~on's use of a h~dden taping sys- sent or pnor knowledge ofjll parties to lumb11l, he or sne might be cqmmltti.iii 
: 

0 
lil t~~~ tern to record his conversations lil t~ the conversati~n. Mr .. Wicfls a lawyer. a crime under Florida la;w. ." ,;:J 

I tuition hel -1\ave . White ~ouse. This l!,PPilrently was not Many . civil !lbertles e~rts . and 11} th~ bar assoclatl~n op~~Jl in~,~ 
engineer/ from , a .crime in i~elf but it provided the evl•, pt~ers concerned about the rights, of the, ethics colllmlttee s~ld that ._~f 

e: . ,. . , . , -.~ dence in _the-Watergate coveruJ> that P':1Vafr consider s_urreptitl~ ~~~ the,CodeofrrofesslonalR~ponslofilly 
,, : · ·, ~- , ;: r ledtohisf'eslgnation. . . . - recordmg,to be moraily offensive.even -al. adopted in most states ~d the P,l,t 

llteqt lawye~ ts ....._______ · ,· Charles z. W}ck · director ·of tlie whe~legal. -.._ . · -~; , · , ..... · tnctofCohunbia, "secr~trecording:tj~ 
i p_atent applica- _. . . , . _, : Uni~ed- States Infd~tiol'I Agency, ·, ~eF.ederjtl,Onuilbt-i CrimeControl i ttorneysofconversatlonsofanY:~i 
nts. . . • ' _,, ijcbardBe!lnett iodayacknowledgedtheaccuracyofal- · an~ Safe St~ts Acj of lDf!S g~e~nr sons ls unethical even tho\lgh. t~~ 
~~~ti~ai work,". . . . , . . '. . · · . . legations that tie · had . tape-recorded made it a cri~e f~r a third pajty to tap ~der Federal I~w/' except in sp®iif 
I. _For e~mp!e, tionai Trl\de ,,Comrnls~i~n against some of his telephorie oatls without in-• a telep~one conversation or use an law-enfyrcement contexts. , . , ." ,

0
:~ 

11 India agalnst a . · three Japanese compjlnies and a_ Ger- fo~ing the other parties and had as- electromc bug to record, or .eavesai:op , . , 1 •• - (-;;:;.~ 

1e_ name AI1led man compan)', The~ were Imparting · serted"that the practice "ls not lllegal.., on a conversation witho~t the consent . Conduct l9vol~ Dlshonestyt ~i~!I 
lly, we . "."111 !8- . material under. the na~e Metglas, In an Interview OQ Monday, Mr. Wick of oni:! of the par.ties to qte conversa: ! The. committee said fhat electdlhffl 

,: , · .'. -. . \vh!ch is our ~<temark ·fol'. amor- had emphatlcaily · ttenied the_allega- tiorr,uniesstherecon;Ungis_~ed~ut . ~rtiing _Without .the consent df;,,4· 
!r pending case. _, phous metals. . He explained that. tions while .'asserting that it would be . by law-eµfotcement _ officers tinder· a parties constitqted ,"cpnduct which·,~ 
, significant_ pro- . ·such metals so,ldify so rapidly ~er! '.'illega.l without _ the . person's pe. nnls- ju~-iclal warrant: _. , • · •~ . ; · . volves dlshon~~; frau~, dec~it or' . 
. We filed in Feb- application.. ot fast ~llling tl,la~ the!· sion" to . tape a conversation surreptl~ . ' ' " . . . - . . ,-, representatJon -pros.ci:J.~ by ,1 
l'ith. the Intern,-.. 4 m~tai does no~ ~onn a_ crystal. . , tiousl ; . . \ · , __ · . . .- . . , ~at the lll.w Specifies , . ethiC$ n,lles;· . , _ · , ., .::,;,, ~ 

, . 1. ~-.: . • • , Metglas ·has unique magnetic! • · Y . . .. · · . -·. ·. . _ l -, · But this law specified that It is not a , 'The General ·services A'dmlnistt'! 

'\ ' 
1ry of a .. F=or- ' 
; are educa-

!rson to · sell 
ind Putnam 

le fo have a 
,wing areas: 
1asurem1ent; . , 
ilum or Ad- ' • 
:e desired. 
ANT. other 
g pre and ·· 
[] At lnr.af 

properties, ~~ ~ess,. Is du~tiler . : _, Law I~ Compllcat~ 1 . · , · , Federal crinie for-cine part!clpant in ,t · ti~ rule pro_hibits sect:et record, ;·- · 
. and not britt!e, he,con~ued. _ We· ,· The law ts.more compllc!ated than el~ conversation to record "it C?t--to allow a conversations op Federal Gove~ 
have PU.1 p years ,yf work on this an~ ther of Mr:, Wick's coptradlctory analy- ·. third parfy to do so without' tellirig ·the , teleJ>hpnes · w.t~h ~ertain ·narrow ~-erm• 
~ave 200,l~llt~nts. ,,·· , .i · .· ' · • ses of it. 1lte legality of taping a tele- other J)!lrtlclparits .. The -rationale ts '' merat~· exceptioqs. It ls ,not -~ . 

, , ·. His P,&~eni depa~men~ obviously ls , phone ~versatiqn ~thout the consent Uiat a person mlist assume the risk of what · Sancti~its wo1:11d .. be appropr,i~j . 
busy. Our company does about $450, oftheotherpa~y. ,dependsprimarilyon_ being_betrayedbypeopl~towhomhe_or fora violation. . , _; ._ _ : . ~ :u,~,.;i,!! 
million in research ~~~ year .and :W~, wh!!~ the parti~ to the ,conver,sation .. she willingly speaxs. . . _ · • . • · . 'A Federal Communicatloris Comfh'r.ti 
handle about 2,000 possible patents," are, and in some cases who they are. · . Th. t t· , ·· r.:....... h t ' "io:r: "tariff" dating from 1n•7 req' ,.i~ 
he ·~•d "We apply· •o·r· abci:..:t .,o,i pat• 1 1 - ri •., ·· .. F·""' ·II ' e s a es are •=•· owever, o go "' n .,,. ..,,,_-11 

S,u • .. . . A' .• JU _, 1 ! t _1s ~ot a C me ~uer cuera aw or beyond the Federal law and make It a telephone companies , to . ' prohib{t ,: 
. ents each y~r. We use about ~ per71 bistJict OfColum~ia law f9r one party . crime for ~y party to.~ .conversation ~ording of int~rstate and intetri,_~ 
c~t of our paten~;1? SUPJ>!)rt our P,to.f t? tape-record a telepho~e conversa- to record it without.tM consent of a11 · µonal ~elepJ}one conversations, wyesis 
prletacy position. ., . a . , . . ; tion witJioij_ttelling ih~e oti.er. ~utltl_s a_ others .. Most states· have not done 80 llll J)llrties consent or a beep ls ~umtea 

. At H~neyweU Idnc.th, there-. ref21 pat•; crl~e under-state law in _,loriila, Cali-. according to Victor. A: ·Koyner, a N~w ~very 15 . seconds. The most · s~~~ 
ent attorneys un er e aegis o L. JO:- fohlia1 Maryland ~d at least nine y k 1 . iall Ing in . niunl~ sanction for violation woul(I be tefml. 
seph Marhoefer, vice president' ~d other states. In Florida, for example; 0~ .,awyer spec z . com_ ft 1 h rvi . • v.,..: 
patent counsel. He ts not sure about ch' ta ,.., .., f 1 .... , .. h· bl b cations law. Thoset'1athavedonesqbt- nationo . etep onese, ce. . . : -1•<·•Ji 

. . . SU pmg •<> a e ony pwu~ a e yup elude Delaw"'re Georgia tllinols Ma0 - ' ' l . " t.:!:~ ,. the current demanci-s1,1pply situation to ~ye y~ h;t prison ~d a $5,000 fine. . .. • _ . • . . .. • "."" .The com~lss on propo~ed in Oct9'-:'!';4 · 
tor patent attorn~ys. . , , · : . . Surreptitious taping of calls made on sachusetts, . Michigan, Montana, ~ew tha.t this tanff be repealed, in part be;- · ' 
, "We ar~ not hiring any at present,". Federal Government telephones may . Hampshire,_ Pennsylv~a and W~h~ . cause !t w~s virtually impossible' fb~ 

he said,.11$t week, .and wheJ:'l he does · violate a General Services Administra- ington as well !ls J:l~~d~, ,_Caiiforilia tect such recording or (!therwls_e f~~~ 
hire a new ~tent attorney, he seeks a • tloiu:egulatlon that generally bars such and Marylan~. , · . . . force ~e tariff, and in part beca~~.t' 
~ackground rela,ted. to ~ompany prod- tapin~. And surreptltio\1!3 taping of in: Tricky legal questions could arise_ in concern that the agency might not~$,~ 
ucts. "We lOQk_. fof. a . J)hyslcs back- terstllte or international calls may vlo- cases inv;olvlng interst~~ or interna7 authority to prohibit ·a pra<;ti~e _t~t 
ground for ~miconductors, :for ex~ late a seldom-enforced Federal Com- tionalcalls. · . Congress had not prohibited. ..; ,:,..~ 
~le,"·h,e ~~d; "We stre9:3 tQe Int-' ' . ~- '. , · ' · ,.._,. 
portance of a modem background . ,· . ., , . ,. . . ... ,, ::;. .· 
nither.' than a particular. discipline. u. s· l A C'h . FS ' - R '• Ti_ 1 

, p11 . ,., ll ; r, , "'ii·/ . 
. Wealsopreferlawfirmexperierice.'t' · . . fe Q'''S e anPn nnno • ,... ft ,.,..,. _ _,.l:'I ..I . 

His department might hat!dle thre/e· 1 • • • • .,, ---··---..!---- -- . .. -
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Area Code Number Extension 

TELEPHONED ~ PLEASE CALL /,,} 

CALLED m SEE YOU WILL CALL AGAJ~ 

WANTS m SEE YOU URGENT 

I RETURNED YOUR CALL I I 
Meaaage ____________ _ 

A AMPAD 
EFFICIENCY@ 

Operator 

23-020 
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ESSAY. 

The Wick Tapes (I) 
/ By William Safire · · 

~\ . ' ' 

WASHINGTON, bec.·28--~ -M~-- apologized to those who-took offense .. 
day of this week, Charles Wick, direc- Would Mr. Wick ha:ve changed ~s 

. tor of the United States Information story if we did not have hard evidence · 
Agency, flatly and repeatedly denied to the contrary? Mr. Wick hopes that 
that he had been secretly taping his new position, expressing 'mild con-
many of his telephone conversations. trition .for the "few tapes" that he 

In an interview in his home, New !/8YS were then "erased for further 
York Times reporter Jane Perlez and use," will lay the story of the _Wick 
I.asked America's chief propagandist tapes to rest; in fact, it has only just 
if he had ·been surreptitiously taping begun. · 
his callers. Mr. Wick's answer: •: rve He refuses to continue the inter-
never done it without telling." That view with The Times because, ac-
was untrue. · cording to his aide, "your predisposi-

Did he ever tape Senator Mark Hat- tion is not conducive to a constructive 
field? "Absolutely not." Again his an- conversation." He's right : We are 
swer was untrue. Did he evet tape predisposed to expect truthful an-
Reagan intimate Walter Annenberg? · swers from Government ·-officials, 
"No." Untrue. Did he insert or play even when they are not under oath. 
these secretly r~rded .telephone Some questions we have been wiable 
conversations into his recorded daily to ask are: 
notes? "No, not at all." Untrue. · Have any notes or tapes .been de-

When asked if he had done any se- · stroyed -in Mr. Wick's office or at~ · 
cret taping when in the state of Flor- home in the last two weeks? w;hy have--:- · 
ida - "no" - or in .the state of Cali- his aides destrpyed records of his daily 
fornia - "not without permission" - .notes that .Government ,regµIations 
he abruptly terminated the interview. may require be held for three years? 
"I just don't thi.nk it makes any sense D)d he ~pe_ w~at his notes indicate 
for me/' said the coldly furious -Mr. was a call to the F.B.I. director, Wil-
Wick, "to sit here and be listening to lillID Webster, -about {l Jeaked memo 
this stuff or try to answer this stuff." . on Nov. -13, 19811 a j:all to Nancy Rea-

. ' He showed us to the door. gan about a youth project on June 24, 
. In the next 24 hours, ·we read tran- 1982; or a.suggestion-from John Delo-

scripts to some people who had been - rean on June 8, 1982,,on how to "help 
secretly taped when the U.S.I.A~,direc- America"? , , . 
tor touched a button on the Dictaphone Why bas he· admitted . to secretly 

- equipment attached to·,hi.s_· telephone .. _taping only since Jan. 1, 1983, when 
(more .sophisticated ·than the device , · ·' transcripts , show · he ~as taping 
used a dozen years ago·by John Ehr-" -- 'thioughmuchofl982? ..._ '. __ 
lichman, but the same principle). All .r:n'Doeshehaveanytapesthathavenot · ' 
verified the conversations, and all but yet ·been transcribed? (-Asked Monday 
one - Leonard · Marks, :a former if he had tapes in his .possession,""Mr. 
U.S.I.A. head- said that they had not •Wick stopped_ saying --"no' '. and re-
been informed of the recording. Walter sponded with a . more careful ~•not to 
Annenberg then told ldr· Wick what he my knowledge." Asked v.;haLthat'law-
had tru~l}'. told The Times. - yerly answer meant, hft replied ca__!l-

Mr. Wick received advice from tiously, "ltcouldmeanthatit~notmy 
friends, nervous aides worried about practice to have them." On~ interpre-
their foreign service careers, and Ad- tation of that answer is that Oil excep-
ministration lawyers familiar with tional occasions he might have them.) 
the Watergate adage that the coverup And on that misleading Monday, he · 

,RicbardButJ Mock is worse than the deed. His first rea~ unequivocally denied that he had ever 
tion had been to deny the truth, but secretly taped the President or James 
since th_e evidence to the contrary 'Baker; we do ilot_y~ know how much ·1 · 

theRussians ·andtheAfghanresist- was irrefutable, it was probably ·ofthatistrue. ·- · :· '· ··•. 1 ) 

ance'Jeaders in direct negotiations. If -pointed out to him that his position ' 'More<is ·•to' come. · the "right-wing . 
we m~rely increased militai:y aid to ' was untenable. whistle-blowers ·who responded to a 
the resistance without Jilaking dipl~ ·, .. Late.Tuesday aftemoon, 1his .secre- -belp-:wanted1 ad· ,:in ·-this . l,Pflce two • 
ma tic overtures, we would risk Seri- tary called with a prepared, statement weeks ago ·for evidence· 'iof 'sµI:repti- ' 
ous military escalation and greater · 1 telling quite a different story: ''.From · tious taping in a leak-o~secfAllinitl-
devastation. Only with a tw~track January 1983 until [ date not sup- istration are surely not-finished yet. , ;:-1 

policy can we hope to bring about a plied], I recorded a small percentage The man charged with maintaining f' 
"Finlandized" Afghanistan. of my own incoming and outgoing the credibility of America's voice in 

The Russians have not ruled out telephone .conversations with others. : / the world - the imp~rio of 
such a solution, but American efforts . .. I often advised the caller that I "Project Truth" - turned ouno 'be, 
are necessary to promote a turn- was recording the conversation or a under pressure, an instinctive avoider 
around. The United States must step . portion of it, but in haste I did not do otthe truth. ,And a charter member of 
up its efforts to open a window of op- this consistently." He allowed .that he the Reagan anti-leak g~g may be the 
portunity for · compromise on -Af- "may have been insufficiently sensi- souvenir hunter responsible for the 
ghanistan. tive to concerns some may have" and most embarrassing leaks of ~I. · " . 

) . 
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§ 101-37.311 Listening-In or recording or 
telephone convel'llation11. 

This section describes the limited 
circumstances under which listening. 
In or recording of telephone conversa• 
tions may be performed by Federal 
agencies and prescribes policies that 
limit. the practice within the Federal 
Government. 

NoTE: The provisions of this I 101-37.311 
do not apply to telecommunications monl• 
toring conducted In accordance with Execu­
tive Order 12036. Nothing In this regulation 
shall be construed as authorization for the 
listening-in or recording of any telephone 
conversations for the purpose of committing 
any criminal or tortlous act In violation of 
the Constitution of the laws of the United 
States. 

[46 FR 19472, Mar. 31, 1981] 

§ 101-37.311-1 Definitions. 

<a> "Consensual" means that one 
party to a telephone conversation has 
given prior consent to the Interception 
or recording of the conversation. 

Cb) "Nonconsensual" means that 
none of the parties to a telephone con­
versation has given consent to the In­
terception or recording of the conver­
sation. 

Cc) "Listening-In devices" as used In 
this subpart. means such devices that 
can Intercept any telephone communl• 
cation and be used to listen-In and/or 
record telephone conversations with• 
out the knowledge of one or more of 
the parties to the conversation. 

Cd) "Determination" means a written 
document <usually a letter) that speci­
fies the operational need for listening. 
In or recording of telephone conversa­
tions, Indicates the specific system and 
location where It Is to be performed, 
lists the number of telephones and/or 
recorders Involved, establishes operat­
ing times and an expiration date, and 
Justifies the use. It Is signed by the 
agency head or the agency head's des­
lgnee. 

[46 FR 19472, Mar. 31, 1981] 

§ 101-37.311-2 NonconNeneual liNtenln,r-ln 
or recording. 

Nonconsensual listening-In or re• 
cording of telephone conversations 
shall be authorized and handled In ac­
cordance with the requirements of the 

Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act of 1968, as amended (18 
U.S.C. 2510 et seq.), and the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 
[46 FR 19473, Mar. 31, 1981] 

a 101-37.311-3 Con1en1ual ll1tenln1-ln or ·• •' 
recording. ' 

Consensual listening-In or recording 
of telephone conversations on the Fed­
eral Telecommunications System or 
any other telephone system approved 
In accordance with the Federal Prop­
erty and Administrative Services Act 
of 1949, section 201Ca> (1) and (3) (40 
U.S.C. 481Ca> (1) and (3)), and Imple­
menting regulations thereof Is prohlb• 
lted except under the following condi­
tions: 

Cal When performed for law enforce­
ment purposes in accordance with pro­
cedures established by the agency 
head, as required by the Attorney 
General's Guidelines for Admlnlstra• 
tlon of the Omnibus Crime Control 
and Safe Streets Act of 1968, and In 
accordance with procedures estab• 
llshed by the Attorney General. 

<bl When performed for counter-In• 
telllgence purposes and approved by 
the Attorney General or the Attorney 
General's deslgnee. 

Cc> When performed by any Federal 
employee for public safety purposes 
and when documented by a written de­
termination of the agency head or the 
deslgnee citing the public safety needs. 
The determination must Identify the 
segment of the public needing protec­
tion and cite examples of the hurt, 
Injury, danger, or risks from which the 
public is to be protected. Examples of 
these practices are police and fire de­
partment operations, air traffic safety 
control, and air/sea rescue operations. 

Cd) When performed by a hand!• 
capped employee, provided a .physician 
has certified <and the head of the 
agency or deslgnee concurs> that the 
employee ls physically handicapped 
and the head of the agency or deslg­
nee determines that the use of a Us• 
tenlng-ln or recording device Is re• 
quired to fully perform the duties of 
the official position description. 
Equipment shall be for the exclusive 
use of the handicapped employee. The 
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records of any Interceptions by hand!• 
capped employees shall be used, safe• 
guarded, and destroyed In accordance 
with appropriate agency records man­
agement and disposition systems. 

<el When performed by any Federal 
agency for service monitoring but only 
after analysis of alternatives and a de­
termination by the agency head or the 
agency head's deslgnee that monitor• 
Ing Is required to effectively perform 
the agency mission. Strict controls 
must be established and adhered to 
for this type of monitoring. <See 1101-
37.311-4 on agency responsibilities tor 
minimal procedures.) 

Cf> When performed by any Federal 
employee with the consent of all par­
ties for each speclfic Instance. This in• 
eludes telephone conferences, secre­
tarial recording, and other acceptable 
administrative practices. Strict super• 
vlsory controls shall be maintained to 
eliminate any possible abuse of this 
privilege. The agency head or the 
agency head's deslgnee shall be In• 
formed of this capability for listening­
In or recording telephone conversa­
tions. 
[46 FR 19473, Mar. 31, 1981] 

a tOl-37.311-4 Arency re1pon1lbllltle1. 
Each agency shall ensure that: 
Ca) All listening-In or recording of 

telephone conversations as defined In 
1101-37.311-3 Cc>, Cd>, or Ce> shall have 
a written determination approved by 
the agency head or the agency head's 
deslgnee before operations. 

Cb) Service personnel who monitor 
listening-In or recording devices shall 
be designated In writing <see I 101-
37.311-3Ce)) and shall be provided with 
written policies covering telephone 
conversation monitoring. These poll• 
cles shall contain at a minimum the 
following Instructions: 

< 1) No telephone call shall be monl• 
tored unless the Federal agency has 
taken continuous positive action to 
inform the callers of the monitoring. 

(2) No data Identifying the caller 
shall be recorded by the monitoring 
party. 

(3) The number of calls to be monl• 
tored shall be kept to the minimum 
necessary to compoae a statistically 
valid sample. 

<4> Agencies using telephone Instru­
ments that are subject to being monl• 
tored shall conspicuously label them 
with a statement to that effect. 

<5> Since no Identifying data of the 
calling party will be recorded, informa­
tion obtained by the monitoring shall 
not be used against the calling party. 

Cc) Current copies and subsequent 
changes of agency documentation, de­
terminations, policies, and procedures 
supporting operations under I 101-
37 .311-3 (cl, Cd>, or Ce) shall be for­
warded before the operational date to 
the General Services Administration 
CCPEPl, Washington, DC 20405. Spe­
cific telephones shall be Identified In 
the documentation and/or determina­
tion to prevent any possible abuse of 
the authority. 

Cd> Procedures tor monitoring per­
formed under I 101-37.311-3Ca> <law 
enforcement> shall contain at a mini­
mum: 

(1) The Identity of an agency official 
who Is authorized to approve the ac­
tions In advance; 

(2) An emergency procedure for use 
when advanced approval Is not poss!• 
ble; 

(3) Adequate documentation on all 
actions taken; 

<4) Records administration and dis­
semination procedures; and 

(5) Reporting requirements. 
Ce) Requests to the General Services 

Administration for acquisition approv­
al and/or Installation of telephone !Is• 
tenlng-ln or recordlni devices shall be 
accompanied by a determination as de• 
fined In 1101-37.311-lCdl. 

(fl A program Is established to re­
evaluate at least every 2 years the 
need for each determination author­
izing llstenlni•ln or recording of tele• 
phone conversations. 
[46 FR 19473, Mar. 31, 1981) 

D 101-37.311-5 GSA re•pon1lbllltle1. 
Ca) GSA's Automated Data and Tele• 

communications Service, Office of 
Policy and Plannlni <CPEP>, will be 
accountable tor Information concern­
Ing the we of listening-In or recording 
of telephone conversations In the Fed­
eral Government as requested under 
1101-37.311-3 Cc), (d), and (e). 
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Cb) GSA will periodically review the 
listening-In programs within the agen­
cies to ensure that agencies are com­
plying with the Intent of the Federal 
Property Management Regulations. 

<c> GSA will provide assistance to 
agencies In determining what commu­
nications devices and practices fall 
within the listening-In or recording 
category; I.e., those that have the ca­
pacity to listen In, monitor, or Inter­
cept telephone conversations. GSA 
will also help develop administrative 
alternatives to the listening-In or re­
cording of telephone conversations. 
Requests for assistance shall be ad­
dressed to: General Services Adminis­
tration <CT>, Washington, DC 20405. 

Cd) GSA will take appropriate steps 
to obtain compliance with this regula­
tion If an agency has not documented 
Its devices In accordance with this sec­
tion. 
[46 FR 19473, Mar. 31, 1981) 

§ 101-37.312 Toll-free telephone service. 
For the purpose of this subpart, toll­

free telephone servclce Is any Incom­
ing Intercity circuit arrangement that 
allows the public to make long-dis­
tance telephone calls to authorized lo­
cations at Government expense. This 
Intercity circuit arrangement Includes 
but Is not limited to Inward Wide Area 
Telephone Service <INWATS or dial 
800) and foreign exchange CFX> cir­
cuits. The service ls usually used for 
providing or obtaining Information 
concerning Government programs, 
such as social welfare, disaster aid, vet­
erans affairs, Income tax, or health. 
Intercity toll-free telephone service 
shall be established only when the 
service Is: 

Cal Essential to mission accomplish• 
ment; Cb) necessary to meet program 
requirements; or .cc> required by stat­
ute, Executive order, or other regula­
tion. 
[46 FR 7983, Jan. 26, 1981) 

§ 101-37.212-1 A1tency re11ponslbllltlet1 
Ca) The acquisition and management 

of Intercity toll-free telephone service 
should be centrally managed within 
executive agencies to the greatest 
extent practicable. Prior approval of a 
responsible agency official shall be ob-

talned for the acquisition of toll-free 
services. 

Cb> The requirement for 'Intercity 
telephone service must be approved by 
GSA. <See § 101-37.203Cb> for Justifica­
tion requirements.> 

cc> An annual review of Incoming In­
tercity toll-free telephone services 
shall be conducted In accordance with 
agency procedures. The results of 
these reviews shall be retained In 
agency files. As a minimum, this 
review shall address: 

C 1 > The need for continuing the serv­
ice at the same level, 

C2) Whether the ~xlstlng toll-free 
service ls the most cost effective 
method of satisfying the requirement, 
and 

(3) Whether the Intended program 
objectives are being achieved. 
[46 FR 7983, Jan. 26, 1981) 

§ 101-37.312-2 GSA responsibilities. 

Ca) GSA maintains a record of all 
toll-free service requests. The request 
lists the name of the agency, reasons 
for the circuits, type of service, 
number of circuits, terminations, and 
cost. This record provides a current, 
central, Government-wide source for 
managing, engineering, budgeting, and 
planning; and for public and congres­
sional Inquiries. 

Cb> GSA <CT> will assess the techni­
cal and operational efficiency and the 
cost of the requested toll-free service. 
The purpose of the assessment ls to 
ensure that the requested service Is 
the most effective and/ or economical 
arrangement from the standpoint of 
the Government's Interest relative to 
the specialized requirement. 
[46 FR 7983, Jan. 26, 1981) 

11101-37.313 U11e or • line ldentlncatl~~ 
equipment, 

Line Identification equipment may 
be Installed on FTS telephone facili­
ties to assist Federal law enforcement 
agencies to Investigate threatening 
telephone calls, bomb threats, and 
other criminal activities. No Invasion 
of privacy Is Involved, and the use of 
this equipment does not violate the 
Privacy Act of 1974 or any Federal or 
State wiretap laws; e.g., title III of the 
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Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act of 1968. Information and 
assistance may be obtained from Gen­
eral Services Administration (CT>, 
Washington, DC 20405. 
[46 FR 19474, Mar. 31, 1981] 

Subpart 101-37.4-Contradlng, Ne­
gotiation, and Representation In­
volving Telecommunlcatlon1 Serv­
ices 

11101-37.401 Ge~·eral. 
Contracting, negotiation, and repre­

sentation functions for executive agen­
cies for telecommunications services 
shall be undertaken pursuant to this 
Subpart 101-37.4. All actions author­
ized by this subpart are further sub­
ject to the requirements of Subpart 
101-37.2, to the extent they apply. 
[35 FR' 82, Jan. 3, 1970. Redeslgnated at 43 
FR 27191, June 23, 1978] 

§ 101-37.402 . Contracting. 
[35 FR 82, Jan. 3, 1970. Redestgnated at 43 
FR 27191, June 23, 19781 

II 101-37.402-1 Types or contracts. 
GSA will enter Into areawlde1 gener­

al-purpose, · and special-purpose con­
tracts for telecommunications services 
to executive agencies as Indicated In 
this section. GSA has special statutory 
authority for entering Into long-term 
contracts not to exceed 10 years. GSA 
will enter Into appropriate contracts 
with communications common carri­
ers, upon request, when It has been de­
termined that such contracts are ad­
vantageous to the Government In 
terms of economy, efficiency, and serv­
ice . . ,. 
[35 FR 82, Jan. 3, 1970. Redeslgnated at 43 
FR 27191, June 23, 1978] 

II 101-37.402-2 Areawide contracti. 

Where areawide contracts have been 
executed, . each executive agency 
taking service In the franchised terri­
tory of the contracting carrier shall 
procure services under the terms of 
such contract, unless a general- or spe­
cial-purpose contract Is deemed by 
GSA, In consultation with the agency 
concerned, to be In the best Interest of 
the Government. 

[35 FR 82, Jan. 3, 1970. Redeslgnated at 43 
FR 27191, June 23, 19781 

II 101-37.402-3 General-purpose contracts. 

Ca) Executive agencies will make 
written requests to GSA to contract 
for general-purpose services where: 

Cl) No areawide contract Is available; 
C2) Service requirements Involve 

annual recurring charges or termina­
tion liabilities In excess of $50,000; or 

<3> Rates have not been established 
by a Federal or State regulatory body. 

Cb) Except for long-term contracts 
under the special statutory authority 
of GSA, executive agencies are author­
ized to enter Into general-purpose con­
tracts for requirements which are not 
within the specific limitations listed In 
§ 101-37.402-3Cal. One conformed copy 
of each such contract shall be fur­
nished to GSA. 
[35 FR 82, Jan. 3, 1970. Redestgnated at 43 
FR 27191, June 23, 19781 

II 101-37.402--4 Special-purpose contracts. 
Executive agencies will make written 

requests to GSA t,, contract for spe­
cial-purpose services where the re­
quirements Include: 

Ca) Nonstandard or special services 
Involving annual recurring charges or 
termination liabilities In excess of 
$50,000; or 

Cb> Establishment of new rate cen­
ters: or 

cc> Establishment of new tariffs. 
(311 FR 82, Jan. 3, 1970. Redeslgnated at 43 
FR 27191, June 23, 1978] 

11101-37.403 Tariff Interpretation. 
. GSA will provide, upon request, In­
formation on published tariff rates for 
communications services, Including 
tariff Interpretation and application. 
Inquiries should set forth In detail the 
nature of the communications service 
requested, proposed carrier rate treat­
ment, If known, and agency comments 
pertinent thereto . . 
[29 FR 111624, Nov. 20, 1964. Redeslgnated at 
43 FR 27191, June 23, 19781 

11101-.17.404 Representation 'and ne1totla­
tlon. 

GSA, In behalf of executive agencies, 
will conduct negotiations with commu-
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ducting 8 crinunal 1nvesttgation of . 18 examining whetner rriayer or oth• ~ he was •aware or tne JusUce Depart- ,LJIUl!IB•OBSeCI' congmmeusW7iffil ~ , rne ui::.v """""""" UIU<Jli = 
~uestionable ,stock •·activities irtvolv- ers in the case committed perjury or ·ment investigation. In October, he militaty contractor, from 1970 until . trading cases through a consent de• 
~.ing Deputy Defense Secretary Paul obstruction ·of justice ·i~ sworn de- said he· had "given testimohy" to -thb he joined the Pentagon last January. · cree in which the person under in-
Thayer are waiting for the Securities . positions given- to the SEC in .the SEC, that the probe "does not' ' ifi• He lllso wa!! · a. director of Anheuser- vestigation admits no guilt, but 

iaand Exchange · Commission to file 10-month-old case, sources said. The volve .any ·securities transactiotttdiy 'Busch Cos;, Alli~ Corp., Altec Corp. agre~ to repay any questionable 
,.,civil' charges against Thayer so they SEC controls access to the evidenre . me" and· that he had ·"every -torifi- · and _Mercarltile Texas Corp. · j:>rofits and to obey securities laws in 
· can obtain the SEC's records, ac- it has collected and, ·according to 'd.ence that wheri thiS'triattlef'is con~ , . :Anheuser-Busch has "peen , con- the future. 
,;eording to :knowledgeable sources. ·' sources, want.s to complete the · civil daded, it will . be estaolisl)ed . that 1 ta.cte'd by the SEC and we have co- One sticking point in the SEC's 
~ -The, .. ,$EC~ has_. been . negotiating · case before sharing the documents ·' have not ' ~one .'anything which vib- . ·operated fully," . said spokesman ~im negotiations with Thayer is how 
with Thayer over.the terms of a pos- · . with the Justice, Department . · , · lated the secttriti~ laws." ::• · , . · · . · Morice, adding that the firm is 'hot a much information about · the case 

reftible agreement . to _settle the : civil Meanwhile, sources said, U,S: .At- ; : 'Reactiort :'ori ' Capit9t-"Hi11 yester7 '. '. tafget, of th~ pt¢lie: .LTV ,has ~o.rn- will be made public, sources said. 
~~, .. , which involves tra.nsactions torney Rudolph W. Giuliani in New day' was Lguarpea. Jl~p::.Satiluel S; · · :. pfied : witli . aif SEQ· subpoena, %r Bot, one .. source said Thayer was 
• inade: :last:. year while Thayer .was . York is looking into allegations- that ·.·Stratton · ,(D•N.Y,):· ~~'hairinifu il ' at. record~,) ~pbkesman said. Officials "digging., in his·· heels," which may 

[

chairman of LTV Corp., the sources .Thayer may have violated criminal Ho\iM ·,Afro~ &lr'9i~ :su'b'CdhimU-.: ·. · at/~e. ,other tlfi'i!e companies~ ~1d force the commission ti> file civil 
~.':.f ~• ~~t ,they said a setti~.ent ~~- . . statute~ by pa~it1g _to acqu~inta. ~.~ , · • 1 i~; · ~i~:lh~ _in\iestigatio11¼1 w~te, · '\t~f ·'; :th,.eYi ~r~\'not aware of an. y co.fi'tatt charges without the customary 
,pears unlikely and that the SEC 1s stock mformatl0if Mt ava1labte • tt5 1 ·. fortuttate" ,and · '!wouldn't •be . -ve'r,y ·'-with -the:SEC. - • . · , . , . 1 agreement. · 
:~:Xpect,ed ~ file civil charges·:against . . the public. .. · · . ,_.-.. · :. _helt>ful" · tf Thayet, but added1~that ,: .. ': '. fhe. Defense Department told t~e · SEC enf-Orcemett chief John M. 
-:rMye_r ti~ iarly as next week. , . · Neithet , U.S. :· attorney's dffice •: hEi 'Would await their 9-utcome. .Sen, \ ,Office· o( .Gbvernment Ethics. ~ter- Fedders has declined to confirm or 

r.-) ;The Jtisiice Department plans µ, would comment Oh the case;·.:;:• , . • · 'Qitl Levih (D-Mich.) ·said "ther~,wiiI.<; tl'ay:tfiat'..Tbayer early thi!ryeat dis- deny any SEC · investigation· of 
,.. conti11u~ jts preliminary ·criminal . . Thayet'a,,lawyer, Robert W: tfisk'e ,l,' bela ·ten,porary cloud~ over·Tltbyer's · .. •PQSed ·pf bis stock holtlinga 'it.t L'l'V Thayer. . Commission spokesman 
1 •itivestigition · regardless of any civil · Jr., a fornier U.S. attorney hf Nt!w ·' head if the ~SEC a.nhountes that •: it .-. ·and: ·;t>.thl!Lfir~ that do ' ,business Andy Rothmarr said that in negoti-
:~ 1'!_.._., . • . . ' ' t ! . l .. • ~. I • • ·, • • • ' • • t :. • ' ;.,, _.: /; ,< ·••t .._ ;-. ; , • ' ,. ' ) . • 

t;vs1A Director ~o Keep Job · l~.J P ; F~i-,, '.JJ e° ~ . ~ o 1 rf g ~-) (?..: /l~ -:, :, ·-:~ '..:. .. 
'J_teaga~ Bae~ ,WiCk D~P.t!~.rapiilg ,:6f ·~~orie'Caµs 
... ";· : · ,. , , , .. ,, .. ~ .,.,_.;''_, . ..·.;:·•r.•••.- , 1 ~,u;· •• ~- .. ~.- _ 

•! ,..-. ByLouCann&l · ·, that the)'. would - conduct sep~rate ·'·But ' a subsequertt_· .checl< .witJ\ . .- ih~ha!!te_ldidrtotdothisconsistent-
('f ... - ·- Washlngt.onPoststarrwrlt.er , " investigations of Wick's taping', of •· Wick's•'office produced Jl follow.up ,• l~~':.' . ' .,, . 

'LOS . ANGELES, Dec. 29.:._Pres- conversations,. which they , hot:>e· .. to anhouncettient from .Speakes tnat , Wick , called the president Tues-
. ident Reagan approves of Charles z. complete before Congress reconvenes Wick did plan ·to attend. · · . day evening to tell him that he made 

: · Board Snubs 
' 

·Berkeley Over 
~'ledge to Flag 

,, Wick''and will keep- him as ditectot in Januluy;· • , : · Annenberg, a former U:S. •Ambas~ the ·unauthorized recordings, 
, · of the U.S. lnforination Agency de~ . . . "We're trying to find out just what s!ld~r to_ Britain, . i~. one · oJ ·severlil .; St>e_akes_ Bai~. J:Ie sai~ W.ick also: ie~ . ., 
'· spite ·: ,disclosures that he s~pti; " ha~.pened :~d: whether , ther~'s a~y I • persons who Wick __ ha§ . atiknow!~dg~ , formed the White H~u~e t~at ht! -h.ad 

BERKELEY, Calif., Dec. 29 
(AP)..:... The City Council's refusal 
t9 teci~ tM, pledge of allegiance 
before meetihgs has cost it a seat 

.·· housry tape-recorded telephone con- . a'Ct1on required by ~his co_mm1ttee, a taping without telling them.: Others ; never ~corded conv~_lltio~s. with 
·, V!:!rsations1. White House spokesman . Hou~ committee aide said. . . were Seri. Mark 0. Hatfiefd'(R:Ore.)'· ' the president or Nancy Rea~an. · 
:· Larry Speakes said today. . . , . , ~n. ~oward .M. ¥ e~en~aunt (D~ . and actor Kirk Douglas. · . ,- ; . . . · , .. Speakes arid other . officials hdre · 

otl a board that will decide how 
. to spend $12 millioh in federaf 

'· job training funds. · 
I "The ptesident has. c0,nfiaehce''in -. Oh!o) ~~Id today h_e. will introduce New York Timelf coltilflnist: wn. J decl~ned to ~om~~nt on whether the ' 

· him;" Speak~ said. "He--thinks he's··. , legis!atlon ,to pro~1b1t , any fed~.ral liam Safire, ·who inle.-vie*ed ·Wick p~es1dent was embarrassed 'by the · 
d ood , b . d .11 · t' "u·e· ~~ · official from tapmg- conversations ... M da ~.,4,. ~A t'--.1 . ··i··h··t w··· k . d1sclosUres or whether they unde~-

· Berkeley 1.Vice Mayor Gilda 
Feller called the- board's 'fl-to-2 
\tote tiot t<>·give'the city a seat "a one a g JO an WI con m W-• • h t 'a.h h part I . • · , ,Ou on Y, w1O1.t: uuay a , IC . • d w· k' f'I: ' h . d f ~ • . , Ii • • ·· · .. .. • ·;· • 1 ... wit ou t _ e ot er y s perm1ss1on. ·,. . ,. 1 • . • · , .. , . , . J! ., . : n:une 1c s e 1orts as ea o .. 

· .. do a~oodJdb'..\ ·: •,, .· -rit,;.;i •.: ~_,· 1'. ·. ;,"J . thought this sort of o'ffensive •, had he'd tei ,~nfi an~ a, tepoi:{_er., IOr .: "Project.Truth," which promotes the shameful act." "' . . 

' •-· Wick, a-, J?OVle, imp~lf and to~- practice stopped 10 years ago," Met- ' ' the. newspaper a~out :~e tele~hdfie~ -~rtues of . American democracy 
_J' mer ; ~gan .. f~hd-raJSer'. _IS ~ 1 lonr . zerlbauni gaid of the taping ~y Wick.. .. tapings._ ., • \ l , . 1 ;;,' • · t . ,. · /•-,r ,· -' • abroad. . , 
.. time social friend ot the pres1dehts,: '."I was ·stunned to' read that, it could Safire quo\_ea Wick _as .respo~ct1ng .· In ·effect the determination af 

His standing with Reagarl , ttt1pears still oc<:U't." · . . . ' • , . , · :when a~ked. whelhet_1~e had surrep- , . what to do 'about Wick's conduct. is 
· .. Undiminished by the admissiorl .'tl-iat . . During . the ·.-:. i;;i~ting '''.: today, .. titiously ~pe~ liis c~e~: ~t'.ve. never . ·at· this point being "left to Wick. 
·. he sortietin:ies. ·taped telepl!one }ort~ ·. Speake's. announcecl that Wi~k would , . done it without .. tehing."., ;•: '.~' · ,- . , .·. Speakes said that '· White House 
, versati~n_s witho~~ telling ,~is H~l~~ - riotatten~ ~he New Y ~!lr'ii, Eve p~ty ; _!;. On Tuesday,?Wick;!ssqect, ~-pl'_ei . counsel Fred F. Fi~lding is revi~wirtg 
, about 1t.~r•:1j.j;,J· , .. _·, .. ,;-) · .,., ; .,,, Saturday mght}it the,l'ahfi:Sprmgs ' ,pared statement saymg:,,he:•• ha~ . st~e -~lltter but sa1d-t~at any mves­
. In Waslimgton, bci.th the Hous~. · ·estate ,of Waltet Anhllnl1e~1 where · ' recorded & small percehtage16f. his . ,t1gat10n ·by the executive br.anch of 
• F,ore_i~ _Affairs: a~d Sen"aie -~~~ign '·: the _Reaglns 'will ;be· t~e _ni?ke: prom.- '. ·•teleph?ne conv&r.sations 3!1d,~sdally1 · . what ~fok had don'e "is in USIA's 
·. Relations committees announced ment ~ests. · , ' • told his callers he wlls ·donig 1t·"but hands. 
/ I ) ·' - • ". I ; I , . ,~; . . ' ; , . '~ . . . I '. .. I I ' •. i • . ' . . , :.,'. •' • ·, . ,. .i ; I. • • • Oree ·~, - •·~clcpn1-lt\q,11111.(Kamfl'!11L;u. . • -· -, .•. ,' · l -' ' 1'i, [ ,':: -Ii ··· ' ''':'•• -•J;, ·• ai , 

......... 
' ~ J.!.:. 

Th( "Dump 1Berkeley"· drive 
was led by Alameda County Su­
pervisbr . Cliarles Santana, who 
rept~nts die cotinty on the Al­
ameda County Training and Em-

: ployni~nt . \ Board-Associated 
·eomdiunity Actlon Prt>gtam. 
.' .Th~ board decides where and 

J ., ~~~ J11e Jo~ 11nd ~mmunity as-
1 •11stafic;e. t urids will ~ used . 

· ~ '!. 
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Secret T,apes, ·Again . 
. I . 0 NE-SIDED taping of conve.rsations with unsus• . Except in 13 states, any party can legally-r.ecord 

pecting friends ~d colleagues violates .the.· nor- . _' a' ~e~epho~e conversation without telling the other 
inal good-faith assumption mM people make in their.·, , party, Mr. Wick did not break a federal or a Dis-

- personal communications.. The abuse contribut.ed· . trict of.Columbia law when he did so. But he must 
· substantially to Richard Nixon's disreput.e and :surely have lost the full confidence of a number of 

brought into question the motives of other high gov~ :friends and government officials for initiating this 
emment officials who have bugged their own offices or unnecessary and di~tasteful practice. Secret tapes 
had their secretaries monitor t.elephone calls. Now we ar~ a · holdover f roin an era that most of us had 
learn, from a st.ory in The New York Times, that one · thought was long gone. One would think that no 
~her of ·the ·present aclmiilistratio~harles Z. responsible government official wouid want to act 
Wick, direct.or of the. U.S. Infotmation Agency~ . in a way stirring even faint recollections of that 
~tly taped ~ office t.elephone conversations. time. . _ ~ , 
;- It's ~Y to understand why Mr. Wick was embar- What does President Reagan think·of all this? A 

l -
· : rassM t.o the point of _'making an outright denial spokesman said he didrt't know whether Mr. Rea­

when he was_tirst asked if he recorded these conver- gan approves or disapproves of the . taping btit 
satiotts without advising his callers. But he was con- judged he generally would not approv~. The spokes­
frorited with transcripts and with the news that man also said that what is done about Mr. Wick's 
many whose-conversations had been recorded-in- telephone calls is "up oo Wick.'~ Is it really Mr. Rea­
eluding Sen, Mark Hatfield, actor Kirk Douglas and gan's position that each of his dppoiriteM mlly make 

I ' 

I 

l 
l 

l 

-·former . U.S. mnbassador . Walter Annenberg- an _individual decision on the mlitter? Can't the 
. denied they had been infortned th'at they were ·presi~ent see the public int.erest, if not the presi­

being. taped. Mr. Wick then issued a statement. "I deritihl interest, iri having it clearly understood that 
may have IH!en insufficiently sensitive to concerns ·:. he ,rejects the abuse of the regular just .. between-us 
some may 'have about the practice of recordil)g._tel~-· _;·;.confidentiality tbat .every ·citizen is entitled .to ex­
phone cotiversations," he conceded. "[Alccordingly, --. pectin his personal communications? He does re-
l have discontinued the practice." -- •: •·.• ·. ,.· : dect th8 abuse. doesn't hP.? · • 
• • -~ ~ ., • .. • J,. 
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Mr. Wick was referring to_ the Na­
tional Security Council; Jacque Hill, a 
special .assistant to WIiliam P . Clark, 
who was then national security advis­
er , and to Michael K. Deaver, deputy 
chief of staff at the White House. 

• 'the following article is based on're­
pof-ting by Jane Perlez and William Sa­
fi'!! and was written by_ Miss Pe'rlez. 

Special to The Nl!W Yort Timos 

WASHINGTON, Jan. 3-Charles Z. 
Wick, the director of the United States 
In'tormation Agency, secretly tape.re­
corded two telephone conversations 
with James A. Baker 3d, the White 
House chief of staff, Mr. Baker con-
flr:Qied today.' . _ 

in the telephone calls last . March, 
Mr; Wick, who called Mr. Baker from . 
Florida, asked Mr. Baker to assure 
tha~ President Reagan ,would attend a 
meeting Mr. Wick had arranged In the 
White House with a group of publishers 

and businessmen, according to tran­
scripts obtained by The New .York 
Times. ~ 

In an Interview last week, Mr. "Wlck 
denied taplrig any conversations ~th 
Mr. Baker. He later acknowledged that 
he had taped some conversations with 
his staff and other Government offi-
cials without their knowledge. . 

Mr. Baker, In recalllng the telephone 
calls today, said that he had not been 
informed by Mr. Wick that their con­
versations were being tape-recorded. 

"I don't secretly or overtly tape any-
( 1 - • • _ __ , . 

I one,".:Mr, 'saker said of surreptitious 
tapln~: . "Nbtwtthstandlng the. qu~tlon •· 
of llleglllity, It 19 ndt good ethics. In my 
opinion; the practice Is unacceptable. 
It Is basically not fafr to tape without 
telllng them in advance." 
. It ls hot Illegal under Federai law or 

District of Columbia law to tape-record 
a telephone conver9ation without the 
permission of the other party. . But 
under Florida law It Is a felony punish­
able by up to five years In prison and a 
$5,000 fine. · · · 

The director of the criminal division 
of the Attorney General's office of Flor-' . 

Continued on Page AH, Column 3 

Continued From Page Al 

Ida, George R. GeorglMf, said It was 
unclear whether the Florida law would 
apply to Interstate calls. · 

-In response to questions about the se- , 
cret tape recording of his conversa­
tions with Mr. Baker, a spokesman for 
Mr. Wick issued a statement saying 
that the Information Agency would 
have "no further comment" until it had 
completed "preliminary work" . on 
gathering documents requested by two . 
Congressional committees looking into 
the tapings. 

"These requests are being consid­
ered by counsel," said 'the statement, 
which was ,wproved by .fM. Wick. "At 
the same tlple pertine11t documentary 
materials.are being gathered and eval­
uated.The agency Intends to cooperate 
with Congressional committees and to 11 
discuss appropriate procedures f91' re­
sponding to their requests." 

Mr. Wick had arranged the meeting 
of publishers and businessmen as part 
of an e~ort to raise money for the In­
formation Agency's "Project Democ­
racy," an effort to support democratic 
institutions abroad .. In presentations to 
Congress by the Administration about 
the organization of "Project Democra­
cy," ·stress was laid on the bipartisan , 
nature of the undertaking. · ' 

1 But in hls call to Mr. Baker, Mr. 
Wick suggested that It would be useful 
for the President's re-election chances 
in 1984 If Mr .. Reagan attended the 
meeting. 

"If you are Interested in '84 in addi­
tion to doing what we are trying to do, 
can you imagine . a better group of· 
guys?" Mr. Wick said tc;> Mr. Baker, ac­
cording to the transcript. Mr. Wick 
concluded his ~versations with Mr. '•· 
Baker, after Mr. Baker had arranged 
for the President to attend the meeting, 
by saying, "We will win in '84." 

· Government and Politics 
Asked today if he knew there were 

1984 campaign considerations Involved 
In the meeting organized by Mr. Wick, 
Mr. Baker said that It was sometimes . 
not easy to separate Government and 
politics and often "domestic, political" 
reasons were advanced for the Presi­
dent _"to do something." 

Other transcripts obtained by The 
New York Times of conversations Mr. 
Wick had with his staff in Washington . 
the day he telephoned Mr. Baker show M;r. Wick continued: ''The bottom 
that he was eager for the businessmen, line is : I was asked to do It. I think, you 
who Included Sir James Goldsmith, know, this is Important.•' 
publisher of the • French magazine Mr. B_aker: "Project Democracy. 
L'Express; Rupert 'Murdoch, who O.K., let me find out." . 
owns newspapers and magazines' In When l'dr. Baker said that his re-
United States, Britain and Australia, sponse might not be the answer Mr. 
and a representative of Axel Sprln,ge~ Wick desired, Mr. Wick expressed 
a German publisher, , to contrtba.te• strong irritation. . 
funds to meet a $300,000 budget for Mr. Wick: "Well, fine. Look. That ls 
"0t>era!J_1?J1Democra~." . . fine. I will cancel the thing, and I will 

Mr. Wick, who was staying at the also tell ~e President when I get back 
Breakers Hotel in Palm Beach, told he can forget about me for anything in 
.Mr. Baker that the "right hand man" the private sector." 
of the German publisher would be at- Mr. Baker: "That is right." 
tending the meeting and that W. Clem- Mr. Wick: '-'These guys are going to 
ent Stone, a Chicago businessman, had kill him, and if you are interested in '84 
promised to contribute money. He In addition to doing what we are trying 
added: "I got Dwayne Andreas, Henry to do, can you imagine a better group of 
Salvatori," in reference to two bust- guys?" . . 
nessmen who have contributed heavily Mr. Baker: "Oh, hell no. They are' 
to the Republican party. good. Let me find out whether he IJ 

FrustratedbySchedulen really behind it. If N.S.C. is saying · 
'No, we don't want It done for some for: 

In the conversation with Mr. Baker' eign policy reason or somethin • I j t 
Mr. Wick explained bis frustrations . got to let you know that and l us 
with the White House scheduling office can ••. ,, . • en you 
and its director at the time, William K. Mr. Wick: . "Well, lookit. If that ls 

. Sadleir, who he said was . reluctant to right then I will cancel right I 
have the ·l>resident attend the meeting fully;ympathetictoth t., now. am 
until , mor1;, speclfi~ __ of "Project Mr.Baker: "Letme;hldout" 
Democracy were presented. Mr Wick· " OK Thanks B · " 

Mr. Wick said to Mr. Baker: "I have Mr: Bak~r ca:i1~d back ies!eihan 10 
been waiting for two and a half weeks i minutes later. 
for an answer •. . I understand the ·Mr Bal(er· "You a o K y 
President does have time between 3 · · re _on,, • , ou 
P .M. and 5 P .M., and I thinktbat I was -:: :~ the afternoon. I can t give ~ou ., 
asked to dci It. Got some high-powered le co tim~ because the scheduling 
gu. ys and the word I get Is that they are peop uldn t _give It to me, but the 

, President Will drop by O K " . 
turning It down- Sadleir and others - Mr Wick· "Great ,; · ·, 
on th~ basis that there isn' t enough '., Mr: Bak~r: "And he Will be there 
specificity of the agenda. Well, hell. If You know he will ta . d vi I f . 
th · pecif' it I ouldn'th k • s Yan st or 20 ere 1s any s ic Y • w 00 minutes plus or so " 
these guys." · · 

Mr. Baker: "Who has turned It down, Mr. Wick then asked If Mr. Baker 
the N S C? I mean " · would be free to come to the meeting. 

M 
·w· 1ck· " N Th . •• NS C i f i " Mr. Bakerwasnoncommltal 

r . : o. e · · · s or t . Mr Wick· "Well d b 
Mr. Baker: "The schedulers never would like y~u to • t ~ Y, too. 1 

~ it down on specificity. They _don't give them a little . ~f;; ese guys and 

··Mr. Wick: "Well, maybe it Is some- N!fi~!i~:~/n~errupted to say that the 
body over there then, but I Just talked the ~ty Council was prepar­
to Bill Clark's office and she said -As ~r t:1J:. ,. for the meeting. . 
a matter of fact, bis gal Jackie ~ought Mr: Bake~: .~:~:~d!ue~iboy . ., 
you might be helpful. I hadn t even Mr. Wick: "We Will winin '84 ~ -
thought about calling you. I tried Mike Mr Baker· "Goodb " · 
before and heisaway." · · ye. 

0/E(I.) 



Conversations were also taped, while 
Mr. Wick was in Florida, with Walter 
Raymond, s, special assistant to the 
President on the National Security 
Co~cil; two of Mr. Wick's special 
assIStants at the agency and the special 
assistant to Mr . . Clark, transcripts 
show. None returned repeated tele­
. phone inquiries about tapings ·of their 
calls. . . 

The meeting on the Democracy 
Project took place on March 21, with 
several of the businessmen invited -not 
in attendance. · . 

Amongtfiosepresent were Dr. Hans 
Joachim Maitre, then editor-in-chief pf 
Axel Springer Gesellschlift, and identi­
fied by Mr, Wick in the transcripts as 
Mr. Springer's "right hand man;" Sir 
James . Goldsmith; Mr. Murdoch; 
George Gallup, the poll taker; Peter H. 
Dailey, the United States Ambassador 
to Ireland, and John W. Kluge, the 
chairman and president of Metromedia 
Inc. 

Neither Mr. Andreas nor Mr. Salva­
' tori attended, according to two of the 
participants. 

President Reagan made an appear­
ance and Vice President Bush stayed 

' for about 20 minutes of the hour-long 
meeting, three of the participants re­
called. Mr. Raymond of .the National 
Security Council, together with a State 
Department officer, conducted the , 
meeting, the participant said. 

Mr. Dailey said _he lectured the tath­
ering on the need to "get out the ~da­
mental facts of arms control." · 

He said he would not comment on 
whether contributions had been re­
quested. 

Mr. Murdoch described the meeting 
as being concerned With "European 
public opinion regarding missiles .and 
the NATO alliance." . 

"I said we were getting mixed sig­
nals from W asbington, and they should 
send a clearer signal from the press of­
fice. That went down like a lead bal-· 
loon," Mr. Murdoch said. 

Asked if he contributed to Project 
Democracy, Mr. Murdoch said: "I 
wasn't asked for money at that meet­
ing, I did not give any subsequently." 

Several of the participants said there 
had been a follow-up meeting in late 
June but that they had not attended. · 

Mr. Wick's concern about the Presi­
dent's absence from the meeting -was 
fanned by Mark E. Everson, his .27-
year-old aide, who told him that Mr. · 
Murdoch and another invited business­
man, Alfred Lerner, the president. of 
Realty Refund Trust · of Cleveland, 
were ~sappointed when_ told Mr. Rea-
gan•s·presence was not assured. . • 

At one point, Mr. Wick, who .is a per~ 
sonal friend of Mr. Reagan,\Said to his 
assistant that if be had to-cancel the 
meeting because he could not guaran­
tee the presence of the President, he 

I 

./ 
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ifJ{f ffiARD "1\. ',.uQtlhAY ON 1cK .·· ... : · 
·:Jt :ttA.HEN .. _ :. ·.; ·t __ ;<:··::~::~;: >~ :\:: -

' ;:'.~:;·~ ', ·\ 't._ . 
I ; .. I!~J~F;:.19,~. ' ' 
r .;;,._; ..... -•,r-..,,t,'.,,· : •. ~-•"_,,,.~·. --:.-.-4;;~,-i 

I .. j is·ab,i't ~- y·f~rth_JS,~rt orthing, .' ~ _. / . 
·. ' liutsurely, Charles ~ Wick IS ~ady . . , . 

M'an·oftlie Year.''rhis is ·because the ._ ·. 
;eif· is 1984';" with ~ ·its lite~ ;. : : . : _ · . 
ii&,imcance, and llecause -Wick 1ias - · 
CQiif~ (tinder ~~l1!~·froni._Willi~

1
~.,,.; 

Saiae)itfuit be has- seoretl~ _taped his:. · · : · · : 
~ ~lej)~ne ~nvers~tio~s! a practite '.'.~' · 
tl!at is neither necessanly illegal _nor-- · -· 
uiiethical'but)jlist plain-fr_i~tening._ -~ ·. -• · 

. · 3Vicli,. ditectot of-the U.S. Inf orm~tioq . 
· ·. -- ·.": - .o _!_~ -ooeke<t-~recordmw-.d~~;-;.:_, .. .,, -:, , ;._ 

... ·- Jial>f'fiat,telephone·arufreoordel·hi~-, - ;I-•-: ; ,. . 
. · .·, oob\renations wi~-~g1others,· ~k . -~ ~ .. ·, : _, 

..... -~~~k,Hatfield.(R:Ore.),.,, ·,;·- · -~- ""'. 
---""--- ·--. eflct·f~~bassador :Walter t ;. -:;· t/\ ·::; : : 

. ~~~ a.:pal·&1~ th~ Pfe8ld~~ S, ·,,'" .• • --~ ·• 
New,Yeat's.Eve host. He did. ,thJS .. . .. -
without ~ng.an{of theni/ ancl':""aa far.. ... •·we know-no. complaints hav~ issued .• .-. · 
!irom aiii:ortlielll: either. Tiiete 'is; ~r. • ." 
all,':a difference becy;een recording) ; .. _ .,. ·. 
~ve~tiQJ!-~d pu~li~jzing_i~ ~ one __ _ 
•accused Wick.of theilatter;• .-_ •. ___ . , .,.. 

· ; f4lmoe£instAntiy, though""w~t Wick 0½ •• • •• • .~.-· · 

: diet produced outrage. At th'e very least; _ .. , ~: ;;:_. 
: i~i;ned100e, out .~ .w~d ~et~i~w,,_: ;~~ ;,if 
· wasalsoemployed, ahn08hmthe sense ._ . -~ ,:,;. _ -,,::. _ . _ _ _ _ , :-· 
that if .. ~Uaping· is n'ot'un_ethical-, il;-,•. ·.. \i : ;~S~rs· and other aficionados of ~ii~-~njoy,_ a Nev 
~t.ought to be. ~otionally; _ _ • .. • _. .- .... _ .. ·-.', 

~, . tha\'s ·a satisfymg·response, ·but then the . , --t; · :"." , - .,. - . - By-Paul W, Valentine -- .. -
; ~ .gets l'O\Jg~ \Vhat'&S0 awfuJ'about .--··· . •-, . WashlngU>n~lStaffWttter. _ 

. ~? Some take notes. Some dictate , '_ . U~pleasant . as Washington's , ·cold 
tlieir iecollections ano some foolhardy . - weather has beeri, it• was just dandy yes. 

· tries-n rely_-on·their:memories.. Of · · • terday for one group of people: ice skaters. E 
t.bem all,.taping seems.merely the mQSt · · · ... ._, Hundreds of them scooted, sped and · · I · Q)DVeftient'And themost:preci~ rJ• '. ·:-~' ' - al 

. - _ . . . sprawled thick.coated· and mittened ong _~ ." .. . A . . , 1·-:i:also-m·th~-~~e·manne~ ireti>~g·. : . , __ · the are~•s iceways, taking· advantage of the 
~ _- • -conversation ~t precludes~, , 1. · •, • ·,: lingering cold while it lasts. . · . · .. · - .,,_ 1 

cleniability. li you don't -know -you're. · · ·. . · . There were skaters at the Reflecting -
f ~ :-taped you;speak on one-- ; .. ·1. ;· · _ -.. :: . , • . Pool,- skater.s at Constitution-· Gardens, _ Poli, 

·. -i ~Pt;i~n:(de'niabilityfonlY. to{fmd;~ -· . . . '·_ ska~rs at the pool at the foot of the Cap• . report, 
· • 

1 

isn't true:. You·can-challenge memory:-. 1. · • .itol. ~d skaters along muc~ o( the C&O . ' terday 
. i Y-ca:J can dispute .notes. Bu~ if'your vtifoe. ' . . c~. from T. ~rgetown to . suburban . . -Des 
.. !, ieen. tape, ;you are-,stuclf: with-what you. Maryland. · ·. · · .. --- .. , _ , , 
't -~ You can't_!i.,-~dfy an _ethical act . ~ ,-There ~ere· kids' on- bikes• kid~ in-baby ·--: w~ere 

in. it.self. All you can say is that YQU've carriages and · .kids ' playing . impromptu ·. ficiaJI} 
NCOllSidered or say you were lying in the games of · hockey. ·There were also dogs ·: :· fallen 
rust place .. In other words, secret taping · . and . big people-on· the ice, . slipping and _: · "W, 
stops others from denying what they .· · . - sliding skateless among the small fry. . er Chi 
ieally said. That sounds wonderfui but:· .,_'_ · .. ; 
it~s precise!~ why it ought to be ~~- ·..,: :;-~;, .~ :, . :·· · · · • '· • .,.-

• ..:..;:.,,,1,.-_Mh ,r •• ; • • •"!•:•• • :--:. '•• • . •,,I , •~••,," ~--,,' ., . .-, ••• ',·o••• ••• 

-r 

j 



I. 

· ··- arin "mindthat'this 'really is ·19g4-,. · :_·,_. - ,,,,, "_'\l;,,., ... . ,.. .• -._~-i- .. .,,,·, ~-, ., ., .. , .. .. ... , , . , . _.,, 

. · · bottrth,e.-year and:the literary epo<;h;-::- ~,, 7'~-~ --,..: ~-· ·, · - · : · ;J .. :7\T- · · · Cl· 
·,. ~- a4d:thel overr1cling.question·:i~isecFoy:'.:=· . ,:,:, r1rrnv . anu-. L' a1w . . l 
· ~-- ·.: 0-eorge Orwell.was one'8t.nriva4>1t's-: -,~r~. --·, .: / J ::· . \ ,.: ... -•· . . . -.T:.J i-- ·-. 
~ ~-,- ~ -~ •.:.. d·.'"fi:!;f ~• --· ~ 1·· -:.~lir-~t-i,,t-l.'.. ;;t·~ -r •·;_ .,, .• ~. ·'l. 5.t -j'-j; ,,<';r·.~;. ,t, :-1r- . .-1 t.. 'l.•·"'~, • .. ~---· ; • · 

"!•' r.'- e1ueexa1;;~ywna H~ .means •: . .,.--~~--- Y •if\ :·· .. -: .. ·K_,';_ •' J • - ,- •O) • l.. ,- -~ . l 
· · • i:.:-t -·. · · · f ·t h _,. ·t' 'J• ,. , l:i .. , • .- .. ~< _ .1::.._ ·- - • : ·,'" -~ ,,., --~-, By: en Rmg e';, · " · _-.. :·-. , . -story rep acer 

. , • ~ )L ~ -~o _ 1 ~ o uo wit escape ~ _ _ _ ·· · . ~8-llhtngton Post s1.a11 wr11ec ·• .~.. _two.years. 
· _ , ijatc~~~-with .the nght ~o be "'..ho :you ·. ' '"' _, The Amiy and Navy Club, onetime hab~---t . The new k 
~ YO\l ·~ye~ to fbe a hypocrite,,_.: ·. ·i '.: ·: ~ 'ftat _of -IiidiaJt. fighters, sailing. ship .,captaids· ;, · date botli;de 
~!J'echnology JS the enemy of hypocrISy.! .. ,' ._. , .. d th . ;. .. . ,, f d 'n t d ', . - · "th u ··t ·. ~ n t I 

. C8t~;!a~~~e~~~r_ir~~CJ~•~. ;x·~~~~.tll~~oor~~}l~~l~~-r:~ ;,ili: ~~:. :l;b~,i~~: 
. ~puters:~ invade Privacy. . ~-, :, _ : / · :·. 

0
' '. ,buildmg_1-pn-llll'~~~t . -Square~- New_' ~e~rt . ~: h~y~ · 1nc!~~e 

~ntained',in-thatJear is·the realization -·. Dari ~ting an end to on~ of Was_hmgton.s · . ·shing, Nu~ut: 
-! ·. ~t the 9pm~ute(s abil_ity_to s~re ! · · · • mor~ mori~en!al .~il!~Y_instit~tions'. ·: :, -P~tton. : 
t · · __ . information holds .everyone accountable: ·· .. _' The khaki~bnck bmldm_g, ope~e_d Aug.10, : . Born m 
r _ . ~ ,you can: go, to,.three. different · . · 1- • 1912, by a:cavalry bugler and· a bibulous gen.:' . Klotze's · Rei 
'· ' · ~ig .. bc>rhqod • an~ cash three · ·_ , . 'eral-wh~;rode _his- ho~~thrQ~g~ :tlie · front · ~rmy and N 

. different checks .. ~o\:Vnig that you do. _- . · · , . door, has been slated for demohtJon, sav~ for. . m the age c 
pot have.the money to cover 'them-bu_t . · ·.· ~two fa~des destined to camouflage i_ts 12- .. turned. here I 
tbat you\ vilL You will not be able do .' · · ,. -- · .. , ,. ·-· ·· -~ · · · · · · :,.-.,. · ' · 
that ifthe'bars are linked by computer: .. ~--·- ·_, ---· --- ·---~ -------------
and the computer is linked to the bank. . , . . , . -. ,.-,.. _ - -• . · 

~
, ·_ _. .;_ V_ ~u, l~)_the abilit~ t~_J.?reie~<l;to: t. :1~- · ~/_·•; :~-~~ 'l\!fa~·1'\n:_e· . ;~_ -u· . ~ -~ l ,.;'e·. ,r· ... ·o· · 0. ,~ 

1;:r •• c;~Ji!'ihmt~m "·· ~ ~ "'fa ~- ~•H•t,•· ,·-~;·\kJ,;I.:.:_~ ~~ ->J -"· . -w~ · : . •·.T.1 
. i;;• .. -~ '.;~& ~iiomettti ~e\~>=·ntetfffi'!:1'} 3~ --~ \,' f~!":'.~.:. ,~.ri~f-·:;;j ~~t'1ii~~ :, ;._ ,-:::·: !~,::;-.,;.-,:: •.,,,. ,::._ j,'-t:>~J1< -:H~_-_,: 

t-· <( , ~iding~~e\iici,,'~ys t~~-,;00 ~~n~t. t\:, -r :_ ~r~ ;, l1f · Tertit6r1af'.~ Dis: ,{ ;ut 
:-.. .::c::t;=-:a=:!1;~~:~ded~~::_t, ·. ---a_•~-<>-_,·-:_:·• ~-;-~_\;}t:_.,,:w_,_:·. _t,.:·,-· .. _ .:.;;.~:: :/t -f :-: ;; 
t · ·• ~n~tiomi-follow:whereyer·yougo.' · ~-/:::- . - , . ·., t ,:•:i: >:,:1 By Q,harli~_Fishma_n . .i::: ·. ·:. -· .· 

. Y"o.o'~e-not,who·you,s:ay-you:are; You.Yi .~:." ~ . ' __ ,..:;·,...,..,., \~rn,i.,-;:,.!; ,.- ~~hln~•fo4t~Wrtter-- .: _. ,, ::: ·,.·· _. 

[· ,: ,li&,o ,~hn~logy~ys,.youare/ "~.,;;v :- --~' .. ; :·:: r• .. , ,· It :is:hunting_seaso~in1Virginra!~ dasthey.havefor-a 
i - ... •!t_~ µ~ ~t~t-•t>i~pfi'~~elfo; ~: _;,: -.S~ r~> 20:,Y-~·\th~ .~~~te~ ~-~ve c.on1e _ ~l:beautifur piece _6£ 11 

. ~ -t'akettaway.,Less.and lessof'11ou.-'. .u,'f•.:, .. ,_,,, Nol'.thel'!},.V1rgm1a ~k1ng.deer;·a,id~ ld·tur~eys.:.-, ... ,~. 

1-· 

-~jitains your a~,: A: bad,y.ear-in~es\<\.-:- ., {.:. : ·// , ~e: land1 .. 1,~H: ~c~es' about:~lniile~ south of:~ ashing 
. ~ -a bad credit nsk-sorry; Jio,,excuses. - ·/ . ,: , . a-qmet, scenic.plot wrapped around.,the ·Breckent1dge. Re~ 
• A;$lij:, of the tQngue remains recorded • . · , ; · .. _ just offT-95 . . Tne ireaceful; thickly forested -area-is the cer 
fq,~-~up_ ~o~in~".less,of yourself ·, ·.,. _ : :· . {:~ - . a _._d~a~es-_~11:dISpute-that_ is ~ything b~t~aceful :ove 
~you ,woUld :like-:-tnsotne:cases . -· . ,._ · ·r,. :~ the lan_d:-and w.ho c_an:use.,1t.. ; -' -~ •·~•:"-:-•:, -\ ., ., 
· ~very, voi~:n6-;lonJet)1elongs· {~y~;;;; ~~:~ :~-, /~':~~~;.t~e; n?#: qf:,t~~-limd:·to ''. which:- th.e: ~~t,ers -returr 
~~_tarre; thercomputer,,JSsteady.and: .-:,1 •. .:,.;., :\_ <·- =~ ~~l"!S:Pi:iric~) Vill~ Fo~~t Park.·.To ~he-south, the , 
~JSten~ unforgivin·g. It sits·inc • -~·--:.·· . . ~i: } l~O Marnie Base •. Tliough; the- National-Bark Service ·owi 

· Jdligment on ~we who are so human,,.,.:. , , ~· ·_ :disputed' land,. the Marines .use . it. for training .exercise 
SO;changeable-o>. · _ , . .. . ; , .,1 : . ,' : ,' . , . · · · manageJt iri all but.a few· matters 11s if it were thei_r' own . 

. :t:ne-remedy is withdrawal, io move '. -. '· _ . · , It' is the Marines who, allow hunters OJl the land in ap1 
. ih~ yourself1 to watch. your words. and. · , violation pf a f ederar regulation that explicitly forbids hi t~~: actions, to offer. only what you can -'.· · ' on· p~k land in the· National Capital_ Region. · . .. · · 

a({ord to have taken: · · · · ._ · : . Occasionally, the Park Service-has said to the Marine 
Speech-'-..yonderful, frank/ , . · · •·,. · · hQiiting oil the, land · is forbidden and must be stopped. 
ihffiiovisational speech~will have allthe- ~ -Th8-discuijsions ·abf>ut , hunting , rarely:. go·, beyond•:that 

_ 4@~or and spontane'ity of an interoffice however.for ~here are' more impol;tant questlons to·.settle 
~):no. The-¢iµty,~f )lypocrisy; that·, if.'<· ·, .:,.;, this ~cular chunk of forest: :: , · .. . ·i - .. ,.; ·-. 
tptr~h~_maligned ,abil1ty' to speak yo4f1,: Yt ':- { ::-; ~Wliy:.<fo,Jhe-- Marjnes :stiil'QCciip)'. thi · {and/ long _-aft, 
~ in.one place and·be well-mannered · . · • need. has passed for the secret World War 1I maneuve 
iJl':another;•wiJl~uffer:,.:,.;,: -~j,-~ •• k.':-~ .. -,',J,,'..i;· , .. whichitw~originallyused? -. . ' ' ... '·>s;,:,_. 

, ; ;'Phis is \\'.hY, what Wic~ has dQne is sci" . f ~.::::· -. Why· dqes tl~e Park. Seryfoe. ·still own~ the land,: when a 
-~tenin~~e's not just.Jll,mannered.Qr_ .r.,i :/ .~:oa~ transferred: fegal title to the Na~? , . · : :_' 
'! ~er~· boor,, but something ·much•.more{. ,_ 1iI ;:_:ej • ~.:,; "7hy_ -~, t~~_;P~kJ 3erNice gotten .nothing' butian. eno. 

: ''.~~~th~~1-~ .fro~ w~y··:·.' --J \ ;/~:!~. _')1,; 7_}:>- ~eeFOREST,C7,Cotl_ '., ,::.:,:-. 
. ...1;·~ _!. __ _... ; ~ · / :·/.~.- ~ :· ~ /-~:J._·~~·•."':·~,~- .···• . f -~- .. ·\ ·:.<;.:_.·:._ . : , ', , 

~-- "': -·· , )!. ~-- ·!~,- ! ''·i'··:.,"~ • . ,Cbarl~sZ.Wtck .. ' ;, !';"·.··. -~ .. : ;< .. -:t ,_,:, , -~-.-

.... .-
~,-

f: -: 

~ , __ 

. Win.nan and Losers 
Jt Iii Maryland in '83 .. _ 

i 1983 w~. a good year for sonie, :_a 
. bad year for others in Maryland. A' .. · 
look at some of the ·year's · -;> ·· 

memorable-winners ·and losers and: . 
a list of people and issues to watch 
in 1984. 
Details 011 Page C4 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

January 4, 1984 

MEMORANDUM FOR FRED F. FIELDING 

FROM: JOHN G. ROBERTS / s/ 
SUBJECT: Florida Law on Recording 

Telephone Conversations 

The story in today's New York Times suggests that Florida 
law governing recording of telephone conversations may be of 
interest. Until October 1, 1974, Florida law was identical 
to Federal law on this subject, excepting from the general 
prohibition against interception of wire communications any 
interception by or with the consent of one party to the 
conversation. In 1974, however, the Florida legislature 
repealed this exception and substituted an exception read­
ing: "It is lawful under this chapter for a person to 
intercept a wire or oral communication when all of the 
parties to the communication have given prior consent to 
such interception." Fla. Stat. Ann.§ 934.03(2)(d). 

Since no exception covers one-party consent taping of 
telephone conversations, we are thrown back to the general 
prohibition. That general prohibition makes it a third 
degree felony in Florida for anyone willfully to "inter­
cept" a wire or oral communication. Fla. Stat. Ann. 
§ 934.03(1) (a). "Intercept" is defined as "the aural 
acquisition of the contents of any wire or oral communi­
cation through the use of any electronic, mechanical, or 
other device." Id.§ 934.02(3). This is an awkward way 
of prohibiting the recording of one's own telephone con­
versations, and it is clear that the statute was primarily 
directed at the more common notion of third-party "bugging." 
Nonetheless, the language of the prohibition can be con­
sidered to embrace taping conversations to which one is a 
party, a conclusion fortified by the negative pregnant 
flowing from the explicit exception for taping conversations 
with the consent of all parties. 

The question whether the Florida statute prohibits recording 
of one's own telephone conversations without the consent of 
the other party was decided in the affirmative in 1981 by 
the narrowest of margins, 4-3. State v. Tsavaris, 394 So. 
2d 418 (Fla. 1981). 

As correctly noted in the Times story, a third degree felony 
is punishable by imprisonment not to exceed five years and/ 
or a fine not to exceed $5,000. 




