119

state traﬁickmg in-drugs and in some cases the Bureau W111 become 1nvolved 1n a

significant intrastate violations.

I might note here that the origination of narcotlcs drugs outs1de the countryA 4 ; k
is just the opposite situation from the so-called “dangerous drugs” which for the

most part originate within the United States.

This specialized mission of the Bureau in dealing with narootrc drugs at the F

source level necessitates and has resulted in close cooperation and coordination
with the Customs Bureau,- Whose Jur1sd1et,1on 1nc1udes the smugghng of nar-

’COtICS into this country.

The existing and necessary close 1nter-relat10nsh1p between ‘these two smter
ageneles ‘of the Treasury Department could very well be seriously jeopardized -
by the removal of the Bureau of Narcotics from the. Treasury Department,
~'Similarly, the existing close working relationship between the Bureau of
Narcotics and the IRS referred to earlier could be s1gn1ﬁeantly hampered by a
. transfer. ‘

Now, it is easy enough for someone to say that ex1st1ng cooperatlon and co-‘

ordmatlon will continue and will be unaffected by any transfer. But, I dont
believe this would be the case.

As a simple practmal matter, existing coordmatlon among sister aoenmes of
one department is going to be nnparred by the removal of one of those agen(nes
from the Department.

We savv this: happen, I believe, not very long ago W1th the transfer of the

- Coast  Guard from - the Treasury Department to “the Department of o

Transportatlon
The Coast Guard’s act1v1t1es 1ncluded close - cooperatlon with other: Treasury :
agencies in a number of areas, When the question of-its transfer arose, the same.
argument was set forth ‘that thlS coordmation and 1nter-re1at10nsh1p Would not
be impaired. . :
An exammatlon of the s1tuat10n would show, however, 1 beheve that th1s has
just not proven to be the case. e
Thus, what I am saying here in effect is that Vshereas a mam argument belnw e
made for the transfer of the Bureau of Narcoties to Justice is that it will result
in greater overall coordination, in fact, the transfer is very likely to lead to less
coordination concerning the responS1b111t1es of the Bureau- of Narcotics, and
especially its vital-and prlmarv nussmn of cuttmg off ﬂlic1t drugs-at the source
level..
o As T sald earlier, my objectmns are not only to the aremoval of Narcotlcs from
Treasury, but also to its transfer to J ustice..
The Bureau of Narcotics has been extremely successful in estabhshmg close )
working relationships with various local and State officials and agencies in at-
tempting to control the illicit drug problem. As T pointed out, the Bureau has
trained many local and State officers and since the Bureau specializes in con-

trolhng the source of supply level, State and local officialy have played a maJor )

role in controlling illicit traffic within their own areas. :
-~ This has resulted in a balanced effort on the part of local and Federal laW
enforcement officers in dealing with the drug- abuse problem, an effort which is
,1mportant and quite valuable.
‘The attempt to bring the fight agamst drugs within the framework of “the

-Justice Department raises the’ specter of our takmg a step closer to a nat10na1 T

law enforcement concept.

‘A gathering up of various Federal law. enforcement agencles presently oper-
ating throughout the Federal Government and placing them under one roof at
~ the Justice Department will not necessarily lead to overemphasis on a national
approach to the crime problem. ~

But what is important to realize is that thls eould be the result. “

It is the result which I oppose and which I beheve must be carefully and -
conscientiously avoided.

For the reasons I have stated, I am in oppos1t1on to the reorgamzation as
-it has been proposed by the President. I hope that this committee similarly will

 see fit to recommend to the Members of the House that it reJect thls reorgamza-; S

tron being considered here today.

* Chairman BLATNIK The hearmcrs for today are ad]ourned until
10 o’clock tomorrow mornlng ' i

- (Thereupon, at 4:08 p.m., the subcomml’rtee was ad]ourned to re-
convene at 10 a.m. Thursday, March 21, 1968.) '



