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Warren Olney called and stated he had another question 

that had arisen on a kidnaping matter which he would like to come up arr 

discuss. I saw him immediately. C 

~~, 
He has a telegram addressed to the Attorney General referring, ” ; 

to the disappearance of DeGalindez signed by the names of eleven different 

organizations which included the American Civil Liberties Union, which reque 

the FBI to make a searching investigation under the kidnap statute. 
A 

. I told Mr. Olney that we had sent a memorandum to the Attorney ‘f 

General, Rogers and him today, and I read him the memorandum which concludes” 

_ | by pointing out there is no indication that DeGalindez' disappearance was connectec 

|- — with any assistance he hid rendered to the Bureau as an informant and, likewise, -. 

j i up to this time, there is no indication of a violation over which the Bureau has o 

Sad jurisdiction; that the New York Police were working on this and keeping the Bure®.: 

] \ informed, and that "in the absence of a request from you to do so, no investig 

is contemplated. "' ° #) 
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obi Olney wanted to discuss how to answer the telegram. I told Olney 

ne that it seemed to me that the only way to answer it was to state that on the basis 

3 of available information, there is no indication of any violation within our juris- 

a diction and that in the absence of evidence indicating a violation, it would be 
ee improper for the FBI to conduct investigative activity, although the FBI is keeping 

2cF in close touch with the New York Police Department; and in the event there is any 

information or evidence available indicating a violation, then it should be called 

our attention. Olney stated he thoroughly concurred that this is the proper 

* h and that our action was correct in not getting involved in the case. 

° “eT He then stated, however, that by our phraseology "in the absence 

—_- (= a request from you to do so, no investigation is contemplated, " this, in the 
4 
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hands of someone who did not know the real intent, could conclude that the Bureau 

ees 

was willing to investigate but that it was up to the ent. J told Olney there 
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: a they could then come back to the Baresi. oo oe 

inyestigation 
investigation unless we wore specifically dir 

making organization. “Olney did not agree. “4 

", World that we would use such phraseology in a 
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action for ‘the reasons stated since there 

require an answer unless the Department had some contrary a 

an “1 think that Olney's 8 observation was a a quibble. AY irankly, ‘however, = : 

can see ho harm when we send an informative memorandum such as this to the 3 re 

ent to point out that on the basis of available facts reflecting no violation ©’ He 

thin our jurisdiction that we are taking no further action. “This certainly would ; 

put the Department on notice, {& our interpr d 

_ [reserve the phraseology'‘in the absence of a request, no inve 

to arte matters ‘wherein we — a err answer — the Deparment ee 
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