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iy stalf and 1 have reviewed the Criminal Division's
siigation in this case and the recomnrendation of
Ansislant Attorney General Thornburgh. I agree

cith his conclusion that this is not an appropriate
case for criminal prosecution at this time. There are
ho cubstantive of fenses committed by any of the possible
cubjects that areé within the Statute of Limitations.
The only possiblk theory of prosecution would be by
way of a perjury indictment for colorable false

testimony relating to events that took place some

12 years ago. Mr. Thornburgh's decision not to go
forward and bootstrap a ¢riminal prosecution on

cuch facts is an imminently fair and wise exercise ;
of prosccutorial discretion. The Bureau should, of course,
take whatlever administrative action that appears
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