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OPERA T,IONAL RESPONSI I] ILITIES OFTHE PUtsLIC INTBGRITY SECTION
A. RESPONSIBILITY FOR LITIGATION

y::, ",ffi 5Ji[fil.!:l;i-:1fi:J::J} f"J:.,il:,ffi:: qlinvorve comrption by pubric officia,s;::*#'ff fili[5*Tii:t*""*n;;il;'J",:Tjilf il::lit?ilTft *-,ffi ;;:seriousttess of the,allegd;.;;';#a.tters are made on a. case-by-."r, liris,. based on the tfr, anoavailabilirv or redera[;;*r;;',i''*1" of ractual o..l.:ji:::;"g;ffi;c1*inar conduct,,ind theprirnarilv into the rorr""ttte i;;f;;ffiffis.to reach the condu,r,. cir". tldred by the section fa,
t' ,.equssruhLlju'-terlf,trdtsra*n.rc,"r,)ffices

' lhe 
vast'rajority of fbderar cornrn*innAttornev's ofiice 

P; ,li;ffi;:comrption Prosecutions are handred uy th.e rocal united statesstatistical cltarls i' part ur."ai'ti"i.:rvl 
utstrtct t'ltere the crime,o.cun'ed, " #ct ttrat is reflected jn theof a particul* "o.*ption ,# il:";Jffi::,fiosecution 

bv thrr r"rJiii,.a states A*orney,s office
public corruption cases tencl tabseut in 'oor"-iorr1i"....1i"ri"";.-:" raise unique problemsof public.perceprion that are generary;ff i::ll;*;:1dt*Hiliil';#J:*:.iyifr[iT:XtntrFr:'iilii"',l::ffi i:because their ultimate targetst t,iu* poriticians, o, ag"l:-te 

ttt"ir-n,uy "lso be potiticaily ,rnririu.rts or *rnployees ofpoliriaiunr.", 
uv'rrrL

rn -,: .[.T"ffi,'i it! JiI I J;ff ' lffi il::, i?Tl ]Lf,?, bo, h rh e appe ar
i**;iffi ,:::f '"'ie'iilililffi,'.:i:lllli,iiffi,'::1';ilffi#[,H'"i:,H#1,'Ifl
iohandre;;;;;.'cornrptioninvesrigatio,',iiii,ii.;d;ifi|{i"J#]fiil"ffirf:ilr,ttrJareusuary***.'o'11"i;..ffi ,li:[ff %?Hlxfl i#l*f ,,i$,l,'*:ff ,#::J,#,T,,?:**supervision.

Allegafions ofcriminal misconduct hv ferto_-r :.-:require to"ut ttturul, a procedr*. u*""#ct.by 
federal judges"alcl other judiciar of;ficers almost alwaysprosecutor' r:ere"'ui,,**t*iil;tr':'H::l':Ij:sfl?Ti.:;;r.;#ffi;1i':*:!,silffi";

: orrtce in these cases.
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In addition to possible professiottal or social ties with a judge.:ylo i, the subject or target of trrein'estigation' Iocal p'o"tu'or, *r iir,.ry to have om.iJrrrp,,nribiliti", u.r,rr. the judge on their ot'ercases' both during and after the t"1i1u"ir.,il{il rhe, sase rr*ar.J ""tside the locar officeeliminates the possible appcarance oiuiur, as well as the p-ractl,car difnculties and the au,kwardness thatwould arise if a ptt"t'toi i'rvestigatlrg a judge y.:: il;e': lrcfore ,lr;il; on orher maners. Thus,
;il,11?X,L:il:'i::i[llftl Department practice, judicial iirruption.ur., g.n.rarry are handred by the

Sinrilar concenls rr 'oerrl inrr Liprosecutor, ",. *lt',lii:,r:,,:il1ili#:ir":i-:,iliil.TX!fi:,,i*#",T,T,[]:::i;*li,'jffiffi#
unitecl states Attorney's ofn;' lf arr Assistant united it.r* Attomey were to investigate a ferowAUSA in the same office' the pur'li" 

:o:ld.b. lik;t t;qur:rrtion-the vigor and impartiality of theinvestigation. Thus, cases inv<,lving 
_UniteO States ini.rJ,,,, AUSAs, or federal investigators oremplol'ees rvorkitrg with AUSAs in ilrl field gjnerairt ffi; ir, ,n.".urut ;;:*il local office. These casesare typically referred to the pubtic l'tegrityie.tiori ;;; th,:y ,onsti;;; rigrrin.*, porrion of itscaseload, as can be seen fioru a ,rvi.w c.,f tle "*., ,i.r.ited ir, part iI.

Duri'g 1998 the sectiort ha'dlecj 
i ly?* of significarrt cases as a resurt of recusars. one ofthese cases resulted in the "onuitii*lf a. special agent Jrtlr* tnrmigration *J wur,oulization Servicefor perjury' sternmi'g frorrr his turiir*y io. pror.Juii"n i*or'nid in,*idi.Jn viorations brought bythe u.ited states Attorney's oflice in Los A.geles, Another rer:rrsal case cur.minated in the co'victionof a senior agent of the unitea stulr'c-urtoms servic. on, crlrrinal ;;il;;interest charge arising:,"L".tJlii:?',i[:::1ff|n:frf;llf'ffi;ilo"ii'L*unt. rn each case, the agent pred gu'ty

Trvo of the section's 1998 cases that went to trial also arose as a resurt of recusars by the rocalUnited states Attorney's office. e,t or,io state senat;;;, frrrrnd gr'rr, "iroortion for demandingpersonal "loalls" and contributions frorn Clevef*a_*.* g*eqr store owners in return for helping theo\tlners obtain various.state and county contracts. fud in f.*ur, *:ter a *"r.--."rr, 
Fd, u Houston citycouncilma. and a lobbvist tutt".rtJi*a or"onrfiru.;il brirrery "tr;;;;;ting to the receipt offederal funcls.

In addition to recusals' the Public lntegrity section also huu:dres two other special categories ofcases' At the request of the Assistant Attorney ceneral of th.e c:,rrinuioiui.i*, the section handlescases that are higlily sensitive *a .ur., that involv. rrr. i*rour:tion "f;;;;;- one united statesAttorney's Office.

cases tnay be s.ensitive for a'y of a number of reasons. r3ecause of its importance, a case mayrequire close coordfuraticr-n *itrt rugr"l"u; o"p**"";;'il;r. lr,rtemativery, it may require substantiarcoordination with other feder"r "e?"ti.r itr w"rrri"gl""^'itil tur,r,,, il;;;; in.ruo", cases invorvingclassified i'formation' *4rich trq;ir*;;fuI cc,ordi-n-J;; ffi the :inteiligence agencies. sensitive cases
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