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r-;y staf,f c1nd I have reviewed the Criminal Division's 
j 1:Vl: ! ; t·.i9 .=1-tion in thi s cc1se u.ncl th e recoa\j:1endation of 
I\ , ; s i. ~; l c1 11 L I\ L Lo .r r Icy C c n e r c.il Thor n burgh . I u. g re e 
·.:it Ii hi r; co nc lu s ion t.hal this is not c.tn appropriate 
Cd'.._;r: for cri:;1inaJ. prosecution at t his tirne. There clre 
rw !i uLJs t c.1 n Li vc of [ensc s conuni t ted by a ny of the possible 
~. uhj ccLs t h at are v,ithin t h e Statute of Limitations. 
'l'he::! only possible theo r y of prosecution \·1ould be by 
wc1y of c1 perjury inclictiilent for colorable false 
Les ti1;10ny rela Ling to events that took place some 
17. years ago. Mr. Tho r nburgh's d e cision not to go 
forward c.1 nd b ootstra p a criminal prosecution on 
~;uc: h f ~cts is 211 irrui1inently fair and wise exercis12 
of proscc utori<1l discretion. The Dur~au should, of course, 
tid:c \,· liaLever <ldrninistrativc action tlwt appears 
n c~ccssary. 
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