FE:::.H

.T.KL% _

"|undertaken a high-level Te-
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' munity for government wits.
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| fied use of the informer.and.

view of the way immunity
from prosecution is granted ‘to *
witnesses in: eriminal proeeed-
ings, Deputy Attorney General
Harold.R.. .Hﬁm—. Jr. said, yes- .
terday. §

The review comes after
more than two' years ‘of grow
ing public controversy, precip -
itated by the Watergate affair
over the lenient ﬁonE—mE :
prosecutors ‘Sometlmes 'give
persons involved in erimes in
return ' for their testimony
against others.
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deputy attorney gemeral on 277 -
April 7, said in 'an interview . Hgbw..

that he ordered the review of
Immunity” EE after receiv-
ing numerous requests for
grants’ of * imfmunity, Tyler’s
approval for the- bulk of “the
requests'from federal uqo__mnn
tors is required until'a new as-
sistant ‘attorney general for
\the Criminal Division is ap-|‘
pointed.

Tyler said he- S.nﬂ.nn the |
Criminal, Tax and Antitrust.
Divisions of the department
to review. immunity. proce
dures after discussing them
with Attorney. mmnn..nn ..m.v

nesses, saying, “We have to-
nmﬂnﬂvmn that that's, glori--

it carries with it all. the:
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former.”

suggested that review of im-_
munity should be coupled.
with a review of 'plea”bar-
gaining - between - defense-

umﬂmﬁ of Emw cﬁn&:ﬁﬁ
for 4 later date. -

almost doubled in the past two
wo-:r nSon&bn 9 Justice De-

hmwmmm. In fiscal. uﬂﬁ Em.mm.

h partment requested”immuttity

314 times for 3,331 witnesses.
he statistics show that the
bulk of the immunity grants,
when*(used;“were" before” fed- |-
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©'% | 1972, ‘aceording to these fig-
Requests for Ecﬂﬁ have |ures, the department asked
nmnmnmu judges to grant immu-
Enu. qau nEmu naa n.umm 15.

and prosecuting lawyers,

Plea bargaining is the:proc-
~ess in which prosecutors re-
| duce charges against a de-
fendant in nmn_:u for a
guilty plea,

“Tyler- »&Eoﬂ_mmmmm that-
the two-issues are related,
but - said plea bargaining
opened up -4, “whole me-
lange” of issues, and a re-
view of immunity was
needed quickly. After brief
\disctission, aceording to an-
other participant in the
. talks, Levi. agreed. to. Fﬂﬁ

! mess {mmunity for, any act
- about which he testifies. -
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prosecutor's. grant -of immu-
nity to Texas lawyer Jake Ja-
cobsenin return for his testi-

mony {n7the  bribers trial of -
former Texas Gov, and Treas-
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