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ENCLOSURES:

Enclosed for the Bureau are two copies of each of the

followin
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One copy of each of the above have been designated
for USA, SF.

ADMINISTRATIVE

- Every person interviewed in this matter was advised
that this investigation was being conducted at the specific
request of Assistant Attorney General JERRIS LEONARD,

Civil Rights Division, U.S. Department of Justice.
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Report of: N 7_ Office: SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF.
Date: February 17, 1971
Field Office File #: 44-1058 Bureau File #:
Title: )’ State of California;

Adult Authority;
A California Departpent

of Corrections;
Monterey, California;

GEORGE LESTER JACKSON,
VICTIMS

bqﬁ}&xxxx
Character: CIVIL RIGHTS

Synopsis:
p advises no inmates have received
special and favored treatment, or promised same to act

as witnesses for the State in MILLS murder. To contrary,

State witnesses have been locked in protective custody, and had
to give up privileges. *Department of
Corrections officials have gone to great lengths and expense

to see that defense attorneys have been able to interview
inmate witnesses. No interviews have been denied to the
defense. Five inmates interviewed at CTF, advised they signed
form indicating they did not desire interview with defense
counsels, but did so out of personal choice, not fear of prison
reprisal or denial of parole. certain
Correctional Officers have filed suit against inmate
and his attorneys for allegations made by

prison records reflect one
officer named in that allegation was in Canada on vacation,

and the other two were off work on leave, at the time the
incident was to have taken place. Five inmates interviewed

at CTF, advised they indicated on forms that they did not

desire interview by defense counsel, but did so on own free will.

None of these inmates refused interview out of fear o

reprisal or denial of parole. Inmate qu
. ey P TAIN)
R R SR
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This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; it and its contents
are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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advises Attorne

. Inmate
he believes to

asked him to

y incarcerated CTF,
Results set out.

interviewed at

ENCLOSURES

One copy of each(of the followin
for the USA's Office:

DETAILS

This is a preliminary investigation.

United States Attorney (USA) JAMES 1. BROWNING, JR.,
San Francisco, California, furnished-a copy of a civil action
#c-71 146, which was filed in United States District Court,
San Francisco, California, on January 26, 1971. Mr.
BROWNING suggested that this complaint be reviewed and a
preliminary investigation be conducted to ascertain if the
allegations contained therein may possibly violate Title 18,
United States Code, Sections 241 and/or 242. Mr. BROWNING
requested that interviews be conducted with logical persons to
develop facts concerning the atlegations made in the :
civil action. - : : S ’

o e
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GEORGE JACKSON,
, inmates of the California Department of
Corrections, have been indicted in the State of California,
and have been charged with assault and murder of a

Correctional Officer, The civil complaint alleges in part
that plaintiffs JACKSON, *wera
deprived of the rights, privileges and immunities secured
by the Constitution of the United States of America and in
particular, in the criminal case pending against them they
were deprived of effective assistance of counsel, the right
to confront witnesses, due process of law, equal protection

of law and freedom from the bonds of slavery.

On February 9, 1971, SA Sacramento
Field Office, notified of the Governor's

Office, State of California, that instant investigation was
being conducted by the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI).

On that same date, SA (JlJJll®1so notified the office of
EVELLE YOUNGER, Attorney General, state of California, of

this investigation.

On February 1ll, 1971, JERI ENOMOTO, Deputy
Superintendant, Correctionat Training Facilify, Soledad,
California, was advised by SaA of the investigation
being conducted by the FBI. '
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2/171/71
Date

California State
Department of Corrections, voluntarily appeared at the

Salinas Resident Agency of the FBI, 100 West Alisal Street,
Room 216. hmenuﬁea
themselves as Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of 576/

Investigation, verbally and through display of official
credential cards. as advised of the purpose
of the investigation being conducted by these Agents.

he knew nearly a week ago that

and others had filed a b’]c-
complaint in United States District Court (UspC), alleging
deprivation of rights from certain inmates of the Correctional
Training Facility. He wondered just when he would be
contacted in this regard. He would not divulge his source of
the information.

that early in May 1970, <D
requested interviews with all of the inmates
wno had been housed in "Y¥" Wing of the Correctional Training

Facility (CTF) on January 16, 1972, when Correction Officerx
JOHN MILLS was murdered by inmates in that wing.

This form explained to the inmates
a e ense counsel for GEORGE JACKSON, ET AL, had made
a request to interview all inmates who were housed in "¥"
Wing on January 16, 1970. The forwmu provided a space for the
inmates to indicate whether they did or did not want to be
interviewed.

e
returned the form, with indication they did not want to be
interviewed in the matter. Later,

showed up to interview inmates, these questionnaire type forms

On—3/36/71—* —SALINAS, CALIFORNIA — "*—SF 44-1058—
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were presented to the Attorneys. The Attorneys flatly
rejected the forms, stating that "how were they to know that
the inmates names which appeared on the forms, really signed
the forms." After rejecting the forms, the Attorneys
requested to interview all of the inmates in "¥Y" wing.

_that the officials at CTF cooperated. .
to the fullest extent of the institution regulations and’ then’
some to obllge the Attorneys. He stated that an example was
the extension of normal visiting hours. MNormal visiting

(hours at that time were from 10:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. The

b7 officials at CTF extended this time from approximately 9:00
a.m. to 3:00 p.m. He stated this resulted in many overtime

hours worked, and a great expense to the State. A good
number of the inmates called in for interviews*
@D :-fused to talk to them, and some inmates even made

comments to the Correctional Officers on duty that they
wanted nothing to do with this group of Attorneys.

R 12t st no time did any inmates who

furnished information against JACKSON,
receive any promises of preferred treatment or early release
date in exchange for their testimony. In fact, inmates that -
7cywere developed or volunteered as witnesses for the StalLc .
b in that case, had to make sacrifices. they
were locked in maximum security for thelr own protec K
Because of this action, they lost out on normal privila@es
available to them. These inmtes were unable to attend
vocational or educational @ga3sses, unable to receive visitas,
missed out on movie privileges, and certain other pr1v11eges
they would have normally been intitled too. . % .-

¢

that a number of inmates were
- transferred from "Y" Wing a short time a@ter the murder of
qC/Officer MILLS. These transfers were in no way designed to
b prevent the defense Attorneys for the accused from interviewing
- these inmates., some of these transfers were
=‘norma1 transfer process, some were work furlough releases,
~others population reduction, inmate requests for transfers,
security reasons, changes in program design, and even some vwre
management transfers for classification purposes.

1
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at this point, that he woudd like to
resume the interview at er time when
which will have bearing on
referred not to rely totally

that he would S
and be available later

for continuation 6f the interview.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date 2/] 7_/71

an inmate at

Correctional Training Facility, was contacted at the ba

IV gate of the South Facility at that institution.

Dﬂ orally advised of the identity of Special Agent

of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and was shown an official

credential card by this Agent. further advised of the
purpose of the investigation being conducted by this Agent.

that he was not confined in 'Y' wing
during January, 1970, when a Correctional Officer was killed by
qc inmates in that wing. His only knowledge of that killing is
second hand information, and from the newspaper.

Date dictoted

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBL It Is the property of the FBI and is loaned 1o your agency;

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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In October, 1970, he was visited in prison by two
Attorneys. They identified themselves as counsel for the
defendants, meaning the seven defendants commonly known as the
'Soledad 7'. He does not recall the names given him by these
Attorneys. One of the Attorneys, a white male, age about 35,
who wore a red beard, did most of the talking. This man_ told
him that § '

At that point in the interview,
Nelther of these
He was too afraid at
rison officials.
and he was

Attorneys have tried to contact him since.
the time to mention this interview to the
These men seemed to kno
afraid they might carry out their threats.

¥7¢

He was
asked if any of these names could have been used by e Attorneys

who questioned him in the threatening manner. He stated that he
is fairly sure that the Attorney with the red beard gave his name
as However, he is not entirely positive of this.

@l dcscribed as follows:

Race Negro
Sex Male

Date of Birth ?
Detroit, Michigan b’](’/

Place of Birth
Height
Weight

s s -
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Date 2/17/71

California State
pDepartment of Corrections, voluntarily appeared at the

Salinas Resident Agency of the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion, 100 West Alisal Street, Room 216.

10 O cnitied o e D
b Special Agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation,

verbally and through display of official credential cards.
was further advised of the purpose of the investiga-
tion being conducted.

that on January 16, 1970, there
were 144 inmates assigned to "Y" Wing at the central
facility of the correctional training facility. He stated,
C/ of that 144, 14 were out of the wing on work assignments
A or at other locations at the time Correctional Officer
' JoHN MILLS was murdered in ¥ Wing.
prison records are available to establish thig f
G :vailable a typed sheet prepared&
and submitted to the Monterey County District Attorney's
office on April 14, 1970. This sheet contains a listing
by name and prison number of all inmates who were in
Y Wing on January 16, 1970 and have since been transferred
to other institutions. as of April 14, 1970,
38 inmates have been transferre rom Y Wing or paroled.
0f the 38 inmates transferred, 15 of that total are State's
witnesses in the murder case of Officer JOHN MILLS. He
stated, these inmates were obviously transferred for
security and protective custody purposes. He further
advised that the remaining 23 inmates transfers were normal
institutional procedure and could have been for varying
reasons. He emphatically denied that any of these inmates
transfers were performed for the specific purpose of denying
attorneys access to interviewing these inmates. He stated
that this 1ist was prepared on April 14, 1970 and submitted
to the District Attorney's Office, as this is the date
that the defense attorneys for GEORGE JACKSON,

on_2/11/71 o galinas, California——Fl* _SF 44-1058—

SAs

?k-} Date dictated 2 Il 2[[71
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—' requested interviews with all inmates

of Y Wing.

that when the defense attorneys,
requested interviews with all

of the inmates in Y Win

Deputy Attorney General
drafted a form type questionnaire to be distributed to
qD the inmates of Y Wing. This form was prepared at the

p institution and distributed to the inmates of Y Wing, so
that they could indicate their desire to be interviewed
by the defense attorneys for JACKSON,

Seventy nine inmates
indicated that they did not wish to be interviewed by
the defense attorneys, and 22 indicated that they did
want to be interviewed,

,}C\
bbq

the who had indicated that
they did want to be interviewed. This form contained a
space for them to mark whether they wanted a member of
the staff present during the interviews or not.

18 inmates indicated that they wanted no
institutional staff present during interviews, and four
indicated they wanted tiie staff present.

that, upon the arrival of

at the institution,
to these attorneys.
These forms were flatly rejected by the attorneys, as
they felt the institution was picking the inmates they

1°)
b ﬁfb desired to be interviewed. a handwritten memo
reflecting that

W
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she believed the inmates were preinterviewed and selected
for identification as those to be interviewed by her staff. 76/
states in her memo that she would prefer alphabetical b

interviews of everyone in the wing.

advised that all rooms of Unit II in the
central facility at the institution were provided for- b7C/

and their staff to conduct inmate
n+t~rviews, He stated these interviews were conducted in
the firstweek of May, 1970. He stated that in the five
to six days these interviews lasted, the attorneys and the
inmates were provided complete privacy in the Unit II inter-
view rooms. He stated there were three to four attorneys
present at all times during the interview sessions.

made available the

inmates from Y Wing. He stated the attorneys terminated
their interview sessions at their cwn accord, and have
not recontacted the institution for more interviews of

inmates in the Y Wing.

He advised that during these interview sessions,

—made request of the Department
of Corrections to brini ii Black extremistqas

a cultural advisor. first made this
request on the basis of an allegation that QD
was an investigator. This request was denied by the ,/éQ
institution, as they had public knowledge of back- b
ground and knew that she was not a qualified investigator; V),
and therefore, not entitled to coming in for interviews
under the institutional regulations. He stated that
made a second request to bring G

into the prison as a "cultural investigator". He

stated that this request was also denied for administrative

purposes.

murder of the Correctional Officer, JOHN MILLS on

that after the discovery of the 7
January 16, 1970, G i~terrogated inmates 7% -

11
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from approximately 8 p.m. on that date to 2 a.m. on
January 17, 1970. He stated at that hour the interviews
were terminated, as the names of anywhere from two to
five inmates had been obtained and indicated by witnesses
‘as the responsibles or prime suspects in the murder of

‘:;MILLS. .He stated that at that time five inmates from .

'Y Wing were locked in the maximum security and advised
of their rights at that time. that no
other interviews were conducted at that time,

He stated two or three days later the five inmates [)7c)
locked in the maximum security were again interviewed 7%
officials of the prison, and the b

ct Attorney's Office, He stated that subsequently,
three of these five suspects were formally charged with
the murder of Officer MILLS. He stated that since that
time, the other two who were thought to be suspects, have
been paroled. He stated that any other interviews of
inmates in Y Wing since that time have been conducted as
investigative techniques or at the request of the inmates
involved. .

that the only promise given to b,]ci
State's prosecution witnesses in the murder case of Officer 7
MILLS have been to provide these inmates with protection
- while they are in the Department of Correction care. He

~ gtated this promise was made to the inmates and will be
carried out to the best of the ability of the employees

of the Department of Corrections. He stated that in
.offering testimony and accepting this protection, the.

" inmates involved have been deprived of any privileges

normally granted to them, He stated among those privileges
are scheduled visiting, vocational programs, recreational
._facilities, educational programs, reqular movie attendance,

j ‘fand freedom to be housed on a medium security wing.: He - .
. .stated in addition, some of the witnesses had parole dates -

/'set and had to give up their 72 hour attnndance passes. .
‘He stated that these passes are given to inmates who have’
a parole date set.

12
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 that he personally interviewed :lnmat' and advised
rof his rights. At that time stated he
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] that counsel for the defendants
in the MILL's case have never been denied interview
with inmates of Y Wing or any other section of the
institution. He stated that every request for interview
which has been in accordance with the institutional
rules has been allowed and inmates have been made = ..
available to the attorneys. He stated he is aware tha
the attorneys for the defendants have claimed the
institution has used harasgment tactics by watching them

for the protection
of the attorney (one of which was a female) and was due
largely in part to the high violence potential of the
inmates being interviewed. "

— that the entire Y Wing inmate

population was placed in lockup for 16 to 18 days following

the murder of Officer MILLS.m
officials could complete the inve

of the murder. He stated that the five suspects and
some extreme behavioral problem inmates were segregated
from Y Wing. He stated these extreme behavioral problem
inmates were segregated because of their continuing

efforts to disrupt things in the wing.
palm prints were taken from all inmates housed in Y Wing,

railing in the wing after the murder of MILLS.

and stated that the palm print of inmate

“matched the palm print found on the railing. He stated

ot want to talk to them but waid he would talk at a
that he went to Folsom Prison 30°

later date.

"Man n't talk till I''m out of here".

minimum security institution. GNP stated that he would
contact @I when he was ready to talk about the murder.

tated that he has not been contacted by

told him, . .

since that time, and has not attempted to reinterview him.

13
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that he is aware of allegations

and another inmate by the

He stated that GEJEEES has alleged b7(’/
-~ that he was approached by three prison employees and tfﬁb

made by inmate

" offered special favors for miurdering another inmate;

stated that the three

prison employees named by as being responsible
for this offer have since filed a civil suit ~-n their
own against—and their attorneys
because of this allegation. He stated that prison
personnel records can substantiate that none of the three
prison officials alleged to have made this offer were on
duty at the prison at the time. He stated that one of
the officers was in canada on vacation, and the other
two officers were on their days off.

namely,

that in his personal opinion,
the offers by and the other

associated attorneys to provide counsel for Y Wing
inmates at their adult authority hearings is an attempt

by these attorneys to {nfluence the inmates. to furnish GL/
testimony in behalf of the defendants. He stated that it é7
is quite logical that an inmate would accept such an 15725

offer of counsel and probable parolc in exchange for
_testifying to any facts that the defense would require
or request of them. He stated this is only a personal
belief and has no actual facts to substantiate this.
several .

" “inmates; for instance,
been approached by either
associates and asked to furnish false testimony.
Lo C - AAT . . .
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Date 2/17/71

an inmate at
Correctional Training Facility, was contacted at the Central bf}CL
Services Office of that institution. was orally ad-

vised of the identity of Special Agents
of the FBI, and was shown an official

credential card by these agents. (lllPwas further advised
of the purpose of the investigation being conducted by these
Agents.

I that he is now housed in A" Wing b7c’
at the institution, but in Jamuary, 1970, he was housed in 570
"Y" Wing at the institution. On fe night of January 16,

1970, when a Correctional Officer named MILLS was murdered

in "Y" Wing, he was not present. He stated that at the

time the murder occurred, he was out of the wing and was

He recalled that a questionnaire type form was

circulated tothe inmates of ''Y" Wing, inquirying as to
whether they desired to be interviewed by defense attorney's
for the persons charged in the murder of Correctional Officer
MILLS. He recalls that the form stated that an immate should
indicate whether he did or did not want to be interviewed by
the attorneys. He stated that he indicated on the form given

- him that he did not want to be interviewed. He signed it
this way because he did not observe any of the events surrounding
the murder of Officer MILLS, and further, had no knowledge
of that event., He strictly did not want to get involved.
He stated that there were no promises made to him or threats
made to him by officials of the Prison to influence his signing
the questionnaire form to the negative that he did not want
to be interviewed.

At the time, he knew of many other immates who
signed the questionnaire stating they did not want to be inter-

......

oo tyotqr— —Soledad;—Galifornta——— " 1058

SAs
bym Date dictated 2/1 5/71

bzlc, 15

This document contains neither recammandations nor conclusions of the FBI, It is the property of the FBI and is looned lo your agency;

it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

s T e et e o BRI A € T R e A PO R




2

SF 44-1058
CAG:jab

they just didn't want to become involved with the whole thing.
He knows of no single case of intimidation of the inmates by
prison officlals in regards to the answer they should have
placa on this form.

He stated that in March or April, 1970, he was
interviewed by an attorney named R and a young

female attorney concerning they MILLS murder. Attorney

@ shoved him photographs of the defendants in that

murder case, and photographs of certain witnesses. He was

asked 1f he knew the defendants or the witnesses. He b‘?&

truthfully told them at the time that he did not recognize 570
the people in the photographs. He explained to and
the female attorney that he was at

the time of the murder and saw nothing.

At that point, Attorne asked himq
on the night of the b'/c

murder. He told them he couldn't because he really doesn't b?}
recall’ He stated he wasn't

about to testify that he did see
AP if in fact he doesn't recall if he did or not.

Throughout the interview, Attorney G kept bZﬁ
asking him if he was sure that he didn't see any of the 7.

defendants Ipon the night of the murder.

He advised that sometime later, he received a letter

from thew
en he was subpoenaed to testify in the trial

of the de ants charged with murdering Officer MILLS., He
stated that he signed. this form in the affirmative, because
he was lookirg out for himself. He explained this by stating
he knew he would get a trip out of the prison to testify,
and he knew that someone would furnish him coffee and cigarette

money in a place they might be confined while awalting to
testify.
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He further advised that in Jamuary, 1971, he was
interviewed at the prison by another lady attorney by the
name of is attorney stated that she represented
jand indicated that she was not
for either side, meaning that she was not gathering evidence
for the defendants in the case or for the state. He stated
that this attorney's words were very carefully placed, but
there was a strong inference that if he would help the
defendants, he would be given help by
en he next goes to the parole board. He state
that he has been interviewed by many attorneys in the past,
and although this lady did not specifically state, he
understood her very clearly on this pant.

17
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P an inmate at
Correctional Training Facility, was contacted in the Central

Services Office of that institution, was orally advisedé’ ¢

of the identity of Special Agents 1
of the FBI, and was shown an official cre-

dential card by these Agents. @ was further advised

of the purpose of te investigation being conducted by

these Agents.

qthat he was housed as an inmate in £7C‘
"Y" Wing at this institution on January 16, 1970, when
Correctional Officer MILLS was killed by inmmates in that

wing. He stated that he did not observe the murder,
neither did he observe any events leading up to the murder.
Further, he didn't even know that the murder was coming
off.

Sometime after the murder of Officer MILLS, a

. questionnaire type form was circulated by the officials to
Hh the immates of "Y' Wing. This form was self explanitory,

T and informed the inmates that attorneys for the defense of
the subjects charged in the MILLS murder wanted to interview
e inmates housed in "Y" Wing. This form had a space indicated
Res where the inmates should check off whether they did or did

o not want to be interviewed in this matter by the defense
it attorneys. He stated that he checked off that he did not

want to be interviewed in this matter and returned the form
to the prison officials.

He advised that his reason for indicating he
did pot want to be interviewed, was strictly that he felt
he knew nothing and could be of no help.
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In signing that he did not want to be interviewed,
there was absolutely no fear of reprisal from the prison
officials in his mind. He stated every ilnmate was given
a free choice to check off on the form exactly as they
desired. He knows of no instances where inmates felt that
if they signed that they wanted to be interviewed, that
they would have a fear of reprisal from the prison officials
or the parole board.
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Date. 2/17/71

an inmate at
Correctional Training Facility, was contacted at the Central
Services Office at that institution. w
advised of the identities of Special Agents ‘A7Q1
of the FBI, and was shown an official
credential card by these Agents. (D vas further advised

of the purpose of the investigation being conducted by these
Agents.

that he was housed in "Y" Wing b7¢
' of the institution during January, 1970 at the time Correctional
Officer MILLS was killed by inmates in that wing. le stated
that he did not observe the murder and hal no actual first

hand knowledge of the murder. He advised that he was not

in a vantage point at the time the murder occurred where

he could have observed anything.

that sometime after the murder b 7C
of Officer MILLS, the prison circulated a questionnaire type :
form to the inmates of “Y" Wing, inquirying as to who desired
to be interviewed by the attorneys for the defendants in the
MILLS murder case. He recalls that there was space on the
form for the inmtes to indicate whether they wanted to be
interviewed or did not want to be interviewed. He stated
that he signed the form indicating he did not want to be
interviewed, because he really didn't see anything, and
felt he had nothing to offer. He advised that there was
no threats from the prison officials, even on an implied
basis, that any inmate indicating that he desired to be
interviewed would suffer reprisal. He advised in his
opinion, all of the inmatés knew that they had the personal
choice of being either interviewed or not being interviewed
without any fear of harassment by the prison officials.
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He reiterated that he had no personal fear of
reprisal, and he would have indicated that his choice to
be interviewed, but he felt that he just couldn't help
by telling them that he knew nothing.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date 2/17/71
i

G - i
Correctional Training Facility, was contacted at the Central

Services Office of this institution. was orall <b7éb
advised of the identity of Special Agents

P of the FBI, and was shown an official
credential card by these Agents., was further

advised of the purpose of the investigation being conduded
by these Agents.

advised that he was housed as an inmate ‘570
in "Y" Wing at the imtitution on January 16, 1970, when an
Officer MILLS was killed. 1le advised that hc did not observe
the murder of the Officer, and kiew nothing about it until
it was all over.

He advised that sometime after the murder of
Officer MILLS, the prison officials circulated a form on
which the inmates of "Y" Wing were to indicate whether they
wanted to be interviewed or not by the defense attorneys
for the accused in the MILLS murder. He recalled that he
signed this form, and indicated that he did not want to
be interviewed by the defense attorneys. He stated that
he signed the form in this mapner strictly because he knew
nothing about the murder of MILLS, and wanted no involvement
with the defense attorneys. He stated he had a free choice
in signing the questionnaire form, and there was no threats
from prison officials or wo fear on his part of reprisal
from the prison officials if he should have indicated he
wanted to be interviewed.

_He stated further he knows of no instance where
an inmate was afraid to indicate he desired to be interviewed
for fair reprisal from the prison officials.
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