: department rule, brmglng

' _questions, ‘'was unconstitu-
. tional. .
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Policemeni’s Rights i

CHICAGO—Fifth Amends;

7 - Inent sighiilo not apply toi 3

«Wmﬂnr -

l‘ng by superiors or a grand
-jury might lead to. discipli-

nary actions, a federal Judge R
has ruled:’ *
The: ruling by Judge Rlch-

_ard ‘B, Austin of US. Dis-
. trict Court’'was made in a ‘
‘suite filed by nine police-

men, They contended that a

possible suspension or dis-
missal on refusal to testﬁy
before a federal grand jury
or to answer a superior’s

“The- policemen ecannot

come crying now,” Judge,
Austin told defense attor-

neys. “When they signed up

for that job, that was the :
law and they took the JOb

pursuant to it.”




