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T
he FB

I found itself caught up in an em
-

barrassing dispute this w
eek over a 330,000- 

1page file that it had described earlier this 
m

onth as consisting of "break-in docum
ents." 

N
ow

, the F
B

I says, it m
ade a m

istake. 
'A

nd it is returning a $10,690 check a history 
-professor, A

than T
heoharis of M

arquette 
U

niversity, sent as a dow
n paym

ent for a set 
of the records plus other papers he has been 
Ieeking under the F

reedom
 of Inform

ation 
A

ct. 
FB

I
spokesm

an John M
orrison insisted, 

.,,T
here is no file for 'black-bag jobs,' dom

estic 
security 

break-in.s, surreptitious entries or 
W

hatever you w
ant to call them

." 
,,T

he 330,000 pages, he said, are the "in-
fqrm

ante' file" m
aintained by FB

I headquar-
.tess and going back "to the beginning w

hen 
.the inform

ants' file w
as opened." 

_ "T
here could be som

e [docum
ents reflect-

ing FB
I] break-ins in that particular group-

ing, that 330,000 pages," M
orrison continued, 

"but w
e have no w

ay of telling." 
-.A

 specialist in 
governm

ent surveillance 
'practices during the C

old W
ar years, T

heo-
says he w

as told by another FB
I official 

that there are at least som
e docum

ents about 
FB

I break-ins in the file. T
heoharis says he 

'alio suspects that m
ost of the docum

ents 
'm

ay fall into that category. 
' "I know

 the bureau disguises break-ins [in 
e files] as 'con fidential inform

ant,' " he said 

in a telephone interview
. "A

t any rate, w
hen 

they tell m
e it's an 'inform

ants' file,' I surely 
don't accept it on faith." 

H
e said it is also plain that he m

ay have 
to sue to find out. 

T
he question of FB

I "black bag jobs," or 
surreptitious entries in the nam

e of national 
security or som

e other ostensibly overriding 
purpose, has been a sensitive issue since 
1975, w

hen the S
enate and H

ouse Intelli-
gence com

m
ittees cam

e across scattered ev-
idence of them

. 
B

u
t w

h
en

 co
n

gressional investigators 
sought to find out how

 m
any had been car-

ried out, they w
ere told "there is no central 

index, file or docum
ent" that w

ould give a 
com

plete rundow
n. 

L
ast year, how

ever, in a long-delayed re-
port to the Justice D

epartm
ent, FB

I D
irector 

W
illiam

 H
. W

ebster allow
ed that "this state-

m
ent m

ay have been m
isleading." B

efore 
m

id-1966, he explained, surreptitious entries 
ap

p
ro

v
ed

 b
y
 F

B
I h

ead
q
u
earters w

ere 
recorded in w

hat W
ebster described as "a 

sym
bol num

ber sensitive source index m
ain-

tained in the intelligence division," In 1970, 
the index w

as divided into tw
o parts. 

B
y happenstance, T

heoharis, w
ho finances 

research w
ith foundation grants, cam

e across 
indications that there w

ere a lot of substan-
tive docum

ents about FB
I break-ins "and not 

sim
ply an index" w

ithin the bureau's control. 
O

ne hint cam
e from

 a pretrial m
otion filed  

by form
er acting F

B
I director L

 P
atrick 

G
ray III, w

ho w
as indicted, but never tried, 

on charges of authorizing secret break-ins in 
the early 1970s in search of the W

eather U
n-

dergm
und fugitives. G

ray's law
yers asked for 

various docum
ents from

 the FB
I's so-called 

"June file," w
hich they identified as having  

the num
ber a

l.§
86. 

T
heoharis 	

rang  a bell for him
 be- 

cause he had seen a 1950 FB
I m

em
o about a 

thinly disguised break-in to obtain m
em

ber-
ship lists of a controversial organization. T

he 
m

em
o bore the file num

ber "66-[deleted]." 
"W

hen G
ray m

entioned 66-1686, that led 
m

e to conclude that w
as the break-in doc-

um
ent file," T

heoharis said. 
A

t first, he asked for all the FB
I's "66 se-

ries" files, but w
as told they am

ounted to 2.5 
m

illion pages. A
s a result, in February, 

he 
narrow

ed his request to the "sensitive source 
index" G

ray had m
entioned, along  w

ith File 
N

o. 66-1686, and a num
ber of other docu-

m
ents. 
A

 reply 

 

cam
e M

ay 7 from
 Jam

es H
all of 

the FB
I's records m

anagem
ent division, w

ho 
listed the approxim

ate fees for each category 
T

heoharis w
anted, and noted that a fourth of 

the am
ount w

ould be required in advance. 
w

ent on to 
T

he letter 	
state, in part: 

"S
ubject: B

reak-in docum
ents 

C
ost: 

$33,000. D
ow

n paym
ent: $8,250." 

A
t the F

B
I's standard rate of 10 cents a 

page that com
es to 330,000 pages. 

B
acked by grants from

 the Field Founda-
tion, the W

arsh
-M

ott Fund and the Fund for 
Investigative Journalism

, T
heoharis said he 

m
anaged to put together the dow

n paym
ent 

for the 
file 

plus other docum
ents he w

as 
seeking. 

T
he bureau balked at that. D

onald Sm
ith, 

an FB
I official w

ho drafted the M
ay 7 reply 

for H
all, told T

heoharis T
hursday that "it 

contained an error." 
"H

e told m
e he w

as
 em

barrassed," Theo-
haris said. "H

e said to m
e that there w

asn't a 
break-in file, but an inform

ant 
file ... , H

e 
said there are som

e break-in docum
ents in 

this file, but the im
pression he s.ve m

e w
as 

that the vast m
ajority of the records concern 

real-life inform
ants, [but] I find that difficult 

to accept" 
Som

ew
hat later in the conversation, T

heo-
haris added, the FB

I m
an inform

ed him
 that 

File N
o. 66-1686 w

as not am
ong the 330,000 

pages. T
hat file, the professor w

as told, has 
been destroyed, 

T
heoharis is not sure w

hat his next step 
w

ill be, but he says a congressional inquiry 
w

ould be justified. H
e also believes the ep-

isode underscores the value of the Freedom
 

of Inform
ation A

ct. 	
in 

"C
ongressional oversight didn't w

ork" 
tracking dow

n these records, he said-
found out about this and I found out about 
it by using the FO

IA
." F

ile' 
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