A momon.ndnmd)h ltothehto D-uul‘
_observations, lvuhwldvinluwlr William Regers thie
Rogers has hduoppormnltytouviovﬂnnummu
“Rogers stated that Olney's memorandum f May 3
ﬂutmﬂphmtodunt the CrtmlnﬂDidduhdnpo“n btheBurc_m_l
% gyaluating a situation and determining whether br mot to laveke its jurisdiction, /il
.‘Later on in this memorandum, ‘Olney states ﬂn.t ‘under ‘the law the Bureau had the”
. muthority'to investigate the De Galindez tase.Rogers polnted this out to Olney':
~’and Olney then explained that his point in 'rmng the memorandum of May 3 was,
- for the purpose of securing our ideas on how to answer letters {from the outsid
: -which heretofore had been answered by s txﬁngthat;he facts did not bri.ng the ¢
;.. within the Federal Kidnaping Act, and that Olney's point wis that, since we had:
" * the authority to investigate but aa not mvesﬁpu “then we. sbould have gome ©
of answer. Rogers stated that Olney was yery npoclﬁcln statements to lmn
' t he did not question the Bureau'sjudgment in’ aot inyvestigating the DeGaJinde
s «Ontheothertn.nd hefeltum&xretunjudgmmtmnotinvesupﬁng'mgi
De Ga.undez case was correct and his mly pointm 1o secure what he thought
: o p persons ('utside the‘Doptrtmont ST
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‘ S Rl I told Rogera tlnt m Olney'l ‘explanation yesterday hnt

' pe ' sonable, “pruden

" from the Olney memorandum that the’ Bureau had a relp(nlihu.l A

ltbthmdmnotdischtrgingthnrelpommg nogeultatadﬂnthedid Y

" pot agree with the Olney memorandum at all orglhe mmner in which it had been 5{._”

] “handled. Rogers further stated he had talked to the Attorney General and the 33

bttorney General does not want any cln.nge mn.do ln the Bureau's tn.diﬁmll ,g_’ e B
perations in the handling of ndm.plng cages.” :3 stated &' namonndum_ T

be prepared for the Attorney General ‘addressed to }he Burean, pointing %
»uutth&themmn.docuionmeomctlnmbe related cases 1.

a.ndthntbe&mewshouldeonume m.akingthe - rmlmﬁqn bvhcnltahould
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¥ - B the letters to the Bureay ¥
g : ) e letters.’. 1 told Rogers that 1 would gend 1<
because we were not going to acknowledge letters addressed %
£l = |{to the Attorney Genaral in this or any otpercmthru 1t would be inappropriats
. ] d would put the Atiorney General oo 4 spot. “Y told Rogers that we have had no
) g 727 besitancy in acknowledging letters addressed fo the Bureau and taking the full
B 7. and complete responsibility for such letters that, "#f corres ;
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. S¢e this polnt and that either he or)John Lindsay would
wer the letters. 7oy oovvs % ns oo S5 2 A v g
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