
Dear 'es, 	 6/22/84 

this is so wild it may permit a little good clean fun in the column and perhaps 

help FOIA a little. 

In a earl Stern FOIA suit havine to do with the FBI's covering up of some of 
its illegalities the FBI actually withheld and insisted it had to withhold the name 
of its New York Special Agent in Charge. In fact the issue was litigated up to the 
appeals court, and that costs money and takes much time. As you know, the name of 
any SIX is well and publicly known, so his also was known. More than most. (The 
New York Office is an FBI division and Ms SAC was an assistant director.) 

If my recollection is correct, this one was Wallace LaPrade PA he made quite 

a stink of being disciplined, open and very much publicized warfare if I recall 
correctly. 

I just remembered that I had an interest- in him via my King interests and I 
enclose a copy of one story that is enough to show you how public it all was!. La 
Prade started a real battle after this and I did not keep the clips. 

Stern's suit was after all this publicity, so in addition to the fact that the 
SAC's name is always public domain, here you have one with went public with a real 
vengeance, and after that the FBI forced litigation to in its effort to withhold. 

All I know of SterAs suit is what I read in the decision. I am inclined to 
believe that it was much broader than these three names and that the FBI, as usual, 
was lavishing public moneys Lthat might better have been used in law enforcement) 
in its endless battles to nullify FOIA, which has caused it much embarrassment. 
It withheld the names at district court and appealed when it lost. The result is 
that it now has a decision which requires it to disclose those names when there is 

a public interest that overrides privacy considerations. It knew this all along and, 
in fact, disclosed many thousands of pages of reports without withholding such names. 
In one lawsuit it even gave me a list of all the field office agents, complete'with 
home addresses and phones, and then abruptly started withholding those identical names 
under privacy cle.ime' 

Aside from always battling FOIAI, the Zrent reason for withholding the names 
of agents is to prevent associating them with their work, to cover up. It is for 
this very reason that the names are important to scholars as well as reporters and 

of considerable public interest in many cases. 

In one of my lawsuits (King again) the FBI almost got away with using an un-
indicted coconspirator in the same New York matter as an FOIL case supervisor at 
FBIHQ and built its case on Ala affidavits! I was told that the very FBI building 
shook when V exposed this, aLongewith proof of his false swearing and swearing to 
tie genuineness of phony documents, and that court banished him. (He was in the court-

room, did not utter a single word in self—defense, and just left silently.) 

Cod the cost of all of teis, including the unnecessary burdening of the courts! 

Best wishes, 

/ 
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T
h
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ep
o
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p
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en
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d
etailed

 th
e in

v
o

lv
em

en
t o

f each
 o

f th
e th

ree cen
su

red
 

F
B

I em
p

lo
y

ees. A
cco

rd
in

g
 to

 th
e R

ep
o

rt, tw
o

 o
f th

o
se 

em
ployees contributed inadvertently to the cover-up. O

ne 
of those em

ployees had been assigned to the F
B

I's L
egal 

C
o
u
n
sel D

iv
isio

n
 an

d
 w

as in
v
o
lv

ed
 in

 th
e 1

9
7
3
 S

W
P

 
litig

atio
n
 ag

ain
st th

e F
B

I. O
v
er 

a 
three-year period 

d
u

rin
g

 th
e co

u
rse o

f th
at litig

atio
n

, th
e g

o
v

ern
m

en
t d

e-
n
ied

 h
av

in
g
 co

n
d
u
cted

 su
rrep

titio
u
s en

tries ag
ain

st th
e 

S
W

P
. T

h
is d

en
ial w

as b
ased

 u
p
o

n
 th

e F
B

I's rep
eated

 
an

d
 erro

n
eo

u
s assertio

n
s to

 th
e D

O
J th

at n
o

 su
ch

 en
-

tries h
ad

 o
ccu

rred
. E

v
en

tu
ally

, th
e D

O
J learn

ed
 o

f th
e 

en
tries an

d
 co

rrected
 th

e g
o

v
ern

m
en

t's d
en

ial. T
h

e F
B

I 
R

ep
o
rt co

n
clu

d
ed

 th
at th

ere w
as n

o
 "d

elib
erate attem

p
t 

o
n
 th

e p
art o

f any current em
ployee to m

isrepresent . . . 
th

e in
v

estig
ativ

e tech
n
iq

u
es u

sed
 in

 th
e S

W
P

 case." 
Id. 

at 1
6

. A
n

 ag
en

t assig
n

ed
 to

 th
e L

eg
al C

o
u

n
sel D

iv
isio

n
, 

how
ever, w

as "censured for derelictions of his responsi-
bilities." 

Id. 
a
t 1

7
. In

 th
e
 c

e
n
su

re
 le

tte
r to

 th
a
t e

m
-

p
lo

y
ee, F

B
I D

irecto
r W

eb
ster stated

 th
at, if th

e em
-

ployee had review
ed pre-existing files m

ore thoroughly, 
h
e m

ig
h
t h

av
e d

isco
v
ered

 th
at th

e F
B

I's rep
resen

tatio
n
s 

in
 th

e S
W

P
 litig

atio
n
 co

n
cern

in
g
 su

rrep
titio

u
s en

tries 
w

ere false. 

T
he second censured F

B
I em

ployee found to have con-
trib

u
ted

 in
ad

v
erten

tly
 to

 th
e co

v
er-u

p
 p

ro
v

id
ed

 in
accu

-
rate an

d
 m

islead
in

g
 in

fo
rm

atio
n
 to

 th
e S

en
ate S

elect 
C

o
m

m
ittee o

n
 In

tellig
en

ce an
d

 th
e H

o
u

se S
elect 

C
o
m

-
m

ittee o
n

 In
tellig

en
ce in

 1
9

7
5

 reg
ard

in
g

 su
rrep

titio
u

s 
en

tries co
n

d
u

cted
 ag

ain
st th

e S
W

P
 an

d
 W

eath
er U

n
-

d
erg

ro
u

n
d

 fu
g

itiv
es. T

h
is em

p
lo

y
ee w

as resp
o

n
sib

le fo
r 

handling the congressional requests for inform
ation. T

he 
F

B
I R

ep
o
rt fo

u
n
d
 th

at, w
h
ile so

m
e ex

p
erien

ced
 F

B
I 

ag
en

ts (all retired
) in

ten
tio

n
ally

 m
ay

 h
av

e su
p

p
ressed

 
revelation of surreptitious entries, the censured em

ploy-
ee's shortcom

ing w
as sim

ply his lack of perseverance in 
gathering com

plete and accurate inform
ation. 

Id. at 2
3

. 
In

 cen
su

rin
g
 th

is em
p
lo

y
ee, W

eb
ster co

n
clu

d
ed

 th
at  
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g
reater in

v
estig

ativ
e in

itiativ
e o

n
 th

e em
p
lo

y
ee's p

art 
m

ig
h

t h
av

e resu
lted

 in
 th

e d
isco

v
ery

 o
f illeg

al en
tries. 

T
h
e F

B
I co

n
clu

d
ed

 th
at a th

ird
 em

p
lo

y
ee, a S

p
ecial 

A
g
en

t in
 C

h
arg

e (S
A

C
) in

 th
e F

B
I's N

ew
 Y

o
rk

 o
ffice, 

know
ingly participated in a cover-up during a 1974 G

A
O

 
audit of the F

B
I's dom

estic intelligence operations. T
his 

S
A

C
 fo

llo
w

ed
 sp

ecific d
irectio

n
s fro

m
 an

 A
ssistan

t D
i-

recto
r to

 ex
clu

d
e fro

m
 a p

articu
lar telety

p
e to

 F
B

I 
H

ead
q

u
arters an

y
 in

fo
rm

atio
n

 co
n

cern
in

g
 su

rrep
titio

u
s 

en
tries carried

 o
u
t ag

ain
st th

e W
eath

er U
n
d
erg

ro
u
n
d
. 

T
h

e R
ep

o
rt fo

u
n

d
 th

at "th
ere w

as an
 ap

p
aren

tly
 d

e-
lib

erate attem
p

t to
 w

ith
h

o
ld

 th
e ex

isten
ce o

f su
rrep

ti-
tio

u
s en

tries fro
m

 th
e G

A
O

 in
 th

is o
n
e in

stan
ce." F

B
I 

R
ep

o
rt at 6

. A
lth

o
u
g
h
 th

e "in
d
iv

id
u
al m

o
st lik

ely
 re-

sponsible for this m
isrepresentation retired in 1976," the 

F
B

I cen
su

red
 th

e S
A

C
 fo

r h
is p

articip
atio

n
 in

 th
at m

is-
representation. 

Id. 
T

he S
A

C
's censure letter w

as m
uch 

m
o
re critical th

an
 th

e cen
su

re letters receiv
ed

 b
y
 th

e 
o
th

er tw
o
 em

p
lo

y
ees. W

eb
ster co

n
clu

d
ed

 th
at th

e S
A

C
 

"to
o
k
 p

art in
 an

 effo
rt to

 w
ith

h
o
ld

 in
fo

rm
atio

n
 fro

m
 

G
A

O
" and that such action w

as "intolerable for a senior 
bureau official." 

In
 su

m
, tw

o
 co

n
trib

u
to

rs to
 th

e co
v
er-u

p
 w

h
o
 w

ere 
still F

B
I em

ployees in 1980 w
ere em

ployees w
ho, accord-

in
g

 to
 th

e R
ep

o
rt, ap

p
eared

 to
 h

av
e acted

 in
ad

v
erten

tly
. 

T
he F

B
I R

eport presented no evidence that these em
ploy-

ees violated any federal law
, that they intended to cover 

up the illegal F
B

I activity, or that they w
ere even aw

are 
o

f su
ch

 attem
p

ts b
y

 o
th

ers. T
h

e th
ird

 em
p

lo
y

ee, h
o

w
-

ev
er, w

as fo
u
n
d
 to

 h
av

e p
articip

ated
 k

n
o
w

in
g
ly

 in
 th

e 
cover-up. 

S
everal w

eeks after the A
ttorney G

eneral released the 
F

B
I R

ep
o

rt, ap
p

ellee C
arl S

tern
, a telev

isio
n

 n
ew

s re-
p
o
rter, req

u
ested

 th
at th

e F
B

I d
isclo

se th
e n

am
es o

f th
e 

three F
B

I em
ployees w

hose censure w
as described by the 

R
ep

o
rt. W

h
en

 th
e F

B
I refu

sed
, an

d
 all ad

m
in

istrativ
e 

ap
p

eals w
ere ex

h
au

sted
, M

r. S
tern

 filed
 su

it in
 d

istrict 
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2. 
T

he Special A
gent in C

harge 

W
e reach

 a d
ifferen

t co
n
clu

sio
n
, h

o
w

ev
er, as to

 th
e 

S
A

C
 w

ho w
as involved w

ith the G
A

O
 audit of the F

B
I's 

d
o
m

estic in
tellig

en
ce o

p
eratio

n
s. H

e w
as a h

ig
h
er-lev

el 

official than the other tw
o em

ployees, and he participated 

know
ingly in the cover-up. H

is censure letter stated: 

A
lth

o
u
g
h
 y

o
u
 w

ere fo
llo

w
in

g
 in

stru
ctio

n
s fro

m
 a 

su
p
erio

r, y
o
u
 are cu

lp
ab

le to
 th

e ex
ten

t th
at y

o
u
 

to
o
k
 p

art in
 an

 effo
rt to

 w
ith

h
o
ld

 in
fo

rm
atio

n
 fro

m
 

G
A

O
. Y

o
u
r p

articip
atio

n
 in

 acts th
at resu

lted
 in

 
th

e F
B

I's n
o
t m

ak
in

g
 a fu

ll an
d
 tim

ely
 d

isclo
su

re 
o
f su

rrep
titio

u
s en

tries w
as a serio

u
s m

atter, an
d
 

y
o
u
 sh

o
u
ld

 h
av

e b
een

 aw
are th

at th
e resu

lt o
f y

o
u
r 

action w
ould be a m

isrepresentation to G
A

O
. 

T
h
o
 letter ad

d
ed

 th
at "th

is ty
p
e o

f actio
n
 is in

to
lerab

le 

fo
r a sen

io
r b

u
reau

 o
fficial." T

h
is cen

su
re reflects th

e 

F
B

I's conclusion that, although the S
A

C
 did not initiate 

the plan to w
ithhold relevant inform

ation available in the 

N
ew

 Y
ork office, he w

as aw
are of the plan, acquiesced in 

it, and helped carry it out. 

T
he balancing w

e are required to m
ake under E

xem
p-

tion 7 tips tow
ard disclosure in the S

A
C

's case. W
e con-

clu
d
e th

at it w
o
u
ld

 n
o
t b

e an
 "u

n
w

arran
ted

 in
v
asio

n
 o

f 

personal privacy" to reveal his nam
e, despite the potential 

asso
ciatio

n
 w

ith
 n

o
to

rio
u
s an

d
 serio

u
s alleg

atio
n
s o

f 

crim
inal w

rongdoing. H
e w

as a high-level em
ployee w

ho 

w
as fo

u
n
d
 to

 h
av

e p
articip

ated
 d

elib
erately

 an
d
 k

n
o
w

-

in
g
ly

 in
 th

e w
ith

h
o
ld

in
g
 o

f d
am

ag
in

g
 in

fo
rm

atio
n
 in

 an
 

im
p
o
rtan

t in
q
u
iry

—
an

 act th
at h

e sh
o
u
ld

 h
av

e k
n
o
w

n
 

w
ould lead to a m

isrepresentation by the F
B

I. T
he public 

has a great interest, in being enlightened about that type 

o
f m

alfeasan
ce b

y
 th

is sen
io

r F
B

I o
fficial—

an
 actio

n
 

called
 "in

to
lerab

le" b
y
 th

e F
B

I—
an

 in
terest th

at is n
o
t 

o
u
tw

eig
h
ed

 b
y
 h

is o
w

n
 in

terest in
 p

erso
n
al p

riv
acy

. 

T
here is a decided difference betw

een know
ing participa-

tion 
b
y
 a

 
h
ig

h
-lev

el o
fficer in

 su
ch

 d
ecep

tio
n
 an

d
 th

e 

n
eg

lig
en

t p
erfo

rm
an

ce o
f p

articu
lar d

u
ties b

y
 th

e tw
o
  

19 

o
th

er lo
w

er-lev
el em

p
lo

y
ees. T

h
e ex

cu
se th

at th
e S

A
C

 

w
as m

erely follow
ing orders should not prevent the public 

fro
m

 b
ein

g
 in

fo
rm

ed
 th

at a sp
ecific "sen

io
r b

u
reau

 o
ffi-

cial" follow
ed a deliberately-chosen course w

hen placed, 

p
erh

ap
s, b

etw
een

 a h
ard

 ro
ck

 an
d
 h

is co
n
scien

ce. O
n
e 

b
asic g

en
eral assu

m
p
tio

n
 o

f th
e F

O
IA

 is th
at, in

 m
an

y
 

im
p
o
rtan

t p
u
b
lic m

atters, it is fo
r th

e p
u
b
lic to

 k
n
o
w

 
and then to judge. 

CO
N

CLU
SIO

N
 

W
e h

o
ld

 th
at th

e F
B

I m
ay

 w
ith

h
o
ld

 th
e n

am
es o

f th
e 

tw
o low

er-level em
ployees, w

ho w
ere inadvertent partici-

p
an

ts in
 th

e co
v
er-u

p
, u

n
d
er E

x
em

p
tio

n
 7

 (C
) o

f th
e 

F
O

IA
. W

e ag
ree w

ith
 th

e d
istrict co

u
rt, h

o
w

ev
er, th

at 

n
eith

er E
x
em

p
tio

n
 7

 n
o
r E

x
em

p
tio

n
 6

 ju
stifies n

o
n
-

d
isclo

su
re o

f th
e n

am
e o

f th
e S

p
ecial A

g
en

t in
 C

h
arg

e 

w
h
o
 k

n
o
w

in
g
ly

 p
articip

ated
 in

 an
 effo

rt to
 w

ith
h
o
ld

 

inform
ation from

 the G
A

O
. W

e therefore reverse in part 
and affirm

 in part. 
It is so ordered. 
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A

ttorney G
eneral G

riffin B
.- B

ell re-
jetted

 a reco
m

m
en

d
atio

n
 th

at a h
ig

h
• 

i ran
k

in
g

 F
B

I o
fficial b

e in
d

icted
 fo

r 
p
erju

ry
 last y

ear, an
d
 in

stead
 p

erso
n
-

- -:1  a
lly

 a
sk

e
d

 th
e
 v

e
te

ra
n

 a
g

e
n

t to
 c

o
r-

n
 rect h

is sw
o

rn
 testim

o
n
y

. 
T

h
e .ap

p
eal to

 J. W
allace L

aP
rad

e, 
h
ead
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f th

e F
B

I's larg
e' N

ew
 Y

o
rk

 
1  field

 o
ffice, illu

strates th
e p

ro
b

lem
s 

B
ell has faced In his dual role of over-

seein
g
 th

e F
B

I an
d
 th

e in
v
estig

atio
n
 

o
f alleg

ed
 illeg

al b
reak

-in
s b

y
 F

B
I 

agents during the early 19705. 
H

e is expected to announce his deci-
sio

n
s o

n
 fu

rth
er p

ro
secu

tio
n

s in
 th

ese 
so

-called
 "b

lack
 b

ag
" cases early

 th
is 

, w
e
e
k

. 
T

h
e atto

rn
ey

 g
en

eral to
ld

 L
aP

rad
e, 

according to sources fam
iliar w

ith the 
, 	

m
eetin

g
, th

at h
e d

id
n

't w
an

t to
 in

d
ict 

- an
 F

B
I ag

en
t —

 esp
ecially

 n
o
t fo

r p
er-

ju
ry

 —
 b

ecau
se it w

o
u

ld
 reflect b

ad
ly

 
o
n

 all F
B

T
 ag

en
ts w

h
o

 are called
 to

 
testify in court cases. 

B
ell is !m

o
w

n
 to

 v
iew

 h
is b

rief ern
 

.co
u
n
ter w

ith
 L

aP
rad

e as a sin
cere ef-

fo
rt to

 fin
d
 th

e tru
th

 ab
o
u
t w

h
o
 au

-
thorized the break-ins and surveillance 
of radical fugitives. 	

. 
B

u
t h

is co
n
d
u
ct in

 th
e ep

iso
d
e co

n
-

cern
s so

m
e Ju

stice D
ep

artm
en

t atto
r-

n
ey

s b
ecau

se it can
 b

e v
iew

ed
 as an

 
ex

am
p
le o

f a d
o
u
b
le stan

d
ard

 o
f Ju

s-
tice, o

f sp
ecial treatm

en
t fo

r an
 F

B
I 

ag
en

t th
at w

o
u
ld

 n
o
t b

e affo
rd

ed
 th

e 
, -average citizen. 	
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J. W
allace L

aP
rade, left, w

as asked by 

n
esses to

 change their grand jury tes-
tim

o
n

y
. B

u
t it is co

n
sid

ered
 u

n
u

su
al 

fo
r th

e Ju
stice D

ep
artm

en
t to

 in
itiate 

such proceedings after a recom
m

enda-
tion to prosecute has been m

ade. 
It is ev

en
 m

o
re u

n
u

su
al fo

r th
e at-

to
rn

ey
 g

en
eral to

 m
ak

e su
ch

 an
 ap

-
peal personally. 

L
aP

rad
e's p

o
ten

tially
 p

erju
rio

u
s 

te
stim

o
n
y
 w

a
s g

iv
e
n
 to

 a
 fe

d
e
ra

l 
g

ran
d

 ju
ry

 in
 N

ew
 Y

o
rk

 in
 Jan

u
ary

 
1977. 
• A

 civ
il rig

h
ts d

iv
isio

n
 task

 fo
rce 

,then heading the investigation recom
-

m
en

d
ed

 to
 B

ell a few
 m

o
n
th

s later 
th

at L
aP

rad
e b

e ch
arg

ed
 w

ith
 p

erju
ry

 
as p

art o
f a first w

av
e o

f in
d
ictm

en
ts 

in the investigation. 
B

ell ch
o
se at th

e tim
e h

o
w

ev
er, to

 
; o

b
tain

 th
e in

d
ictm

en
t o

n
ly

 o
f Jo

h
n

 J. 
'K

e
a
rn

e
y

, a
 fie

ld
 su

p
e
rv

iso
r w

h
o

 
tw

o
rk

ed
 fo

r L
aP

rad
e, in

 co
n

n
ectio

n
 

w
ith alleged m

ail-openings and w
ire-

taps. 
.L

a
P

a
d

r-e
 w

a
s n

a
m

e
d

 a
s a

n
 a

n
in

-
dieted co-conspirator. 

T
h
at A

p
ril in

d
ictm

en
t trig

g
ered

 a 
-sto

rm
 o

f p
ro

test b
y
 F

B
I ag

en
ts an

d
 

th
eir su

p
p

o
rters an

d
 it is g

en
erally

 
co

n
sid

ered
. th

at B
ell th

en
 b

eg
an

 to
 

q
u
estio

n
 th

e co
u
rse o

f th
e in

v
estig

a- 
lion. 
	

• 	
• 

A
b
o
u
t th

e sam
e tim

e, B
ell m

et p
ri-

v
ately

 w
ith

 an
o
th

er p
o
ten

tial d
efen

d
- 
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the attorney general to alter his testim
ony. 

of the case w
ithout either B

ell's prose-
cu

to
rs o

r D
eck

er's law
y

er p
resen

t, a 
b
reach

 o
f leg

al d
eco

ru
m

 th
at th

e at-
torney general now

 acknow
ledges w

as 
incorrect. 

B
ell said

 in
 a recen

t in
terv

iew
 th

at 
criticism

 o
f th

e D
eck

er m
eetin

g
 w

as 
ju

stifiab
le. "I rem

em
b
er I w

as so
rt o

f 
startled

 m
y
self w

h
en

 I en
d
ed

 u
p
 talk

-
ing [w

ith him
]," he said. 

B
u

t th
e atto

rn
ey

 g
en

eral rejected
 

th
e su

g
g
estio

n
 th

at h
e h

ad
 to

 b
e esp

e-
cially careful of appearances in surh a 
sensitive internal investigation. 

"It's o
n

ly
 th

e w
eak

 p
eo

p
le w

h
o

 lean
 

over backw
ards ag

ain
st their ow

n peo-
p
le," h

e said
. "F

in
 n

o
t so

 lack
in

g
 in

 
confidence as that." 

B
ell m

ade increasingly critical com
-

m
en

ts ab
o
u
t th

e civ
il rig

h
ts team

's in
-

v
estig

atio
n
 in

 th
e m

o
n
th

s after th
e 

K
earn

ey
 in

d
ictm

en
t. A

n
d

 h
e b

eg
an

 to
 

u
rg

e th
at L

aP
rad

e b
e recalled

 an
d

 
g
iv

en
 a ch

an
ce to

 ch
an

g
e h

is earlier 
testim

ony, sources said. 
F

inally, in early D
ecem

ber, L
aP

rade 
an

d
 h

is N
ew

 Y
o
rk

 atto
rn

ey
, T

h
o
m

as 
B

o
lan

, m
et at th

e Ju
stice D

ep
artm

en
t 

m
ilm

■
ele 

.111m
■

 
•■

■
 

•
•

■•
•
•
I
n

j
  
1
•

■•
 

-w
ith

 B
en

jam
in

 la. C
iv

iletti, h
ead

 • 
the crim

inal division, and other. .1'; 
- 

--lice atto
rn

ey
s. - - 	

- 
B

ell jo
in

ed
 th

e-m
eetin

g
 fo

r o
n

ly
 

few
 m

in
u
tes to

 m
ak

e h
is p

erso
n
al 

p
ea] fo

r L
aP

rad
e to

 tell th
e tru

th
, 

cording to sources. 
It. w

as also in
 early

 D
ecem

b
er ti 

th
e fiv

e-m
em

b
er civ

il 
righ

ts divisi 
team

 ask
ed

 to
 b

e tak
en

 o
ff th

e ca 
b
ecau

se o
f w

h
at w

ere said
 to

 b
e c 

fere_nees in strategy. 
A

 n
ew

 1
0

-m
em

b
er task

 fo
rce to

 
over and began concentrating on hii 
lev

el o
fficials at F

B
I h

ead
q
u
artt 

w
ho m

ay have approved the break-ti 
B

ell has been considering their reco 
m

endations for the past few
 w

eeks. 
T

h
ere h

av
e b

een
 in

d
icatio

n
s, fit 

rep
o
rted

 in
 T

h
e L

o
s A

n
g
eles T

in
t 

th
a
t th

e
 ta

sk
 fo

rc
e
 re

c
o
m

m
e
n
d
: 

so
m

e k
in

d
 o

f p
ro

secu
tio

n
s o

f fo
rm

 
F

B
I D

irecto
r L

. P
atrick

 G
ray

 III, 
w

ell as W
. M

ark
 F

elt, th
e fo

rm
er i 

2 m
an

 in
 th

e b
u

reau
, an

d
 E

d
w

ard
 

M
iller, w

ho w
as b

ead
 o

f th
e F

B
I's d

 
m

estic security division during the p 
riod of the break-ins. 

Justice is reported to have propos( 
th

at th
e m

en
 p

lead
 g

u
ilty

 to
 m

in
 

ch
arg

es o
f civ

il rig
h
ts v

io
latio

n
s. I 

P
rad

e's case is expected to be handl( 
th

ro
n
g
h
 a d

iscip
lin

ary
 p

ro
ceed

in
 

perhaps even dism
issal. 

-" 
'Y

Y
.- - 
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