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'nt tho conchmian of memoranda to the Criminal Divulon which are informational X
~reports in kidnaping cases wherein we conclude by stating, “*In the absence d ey A
a request from you to do 80, no investigation is contemplated. " ‘In the draft :

memorandum, it is pointed out that since the Bureau now has the ultimate 3" s
authority toieclde" when it will invoke its lnvuﬂga.t.lve jur!.sdicuon in kldnlpl.lg :

. . {cases that such phraseology should be onnttsd from memoranda; that it was upon®

{this sentence that the Criminal Division wrote' its memorandum in the De Ga.unde‘

© dcase :lnce it felt compelled to l:b 80 in view of our phraseology, :-¢ ¢

'-'; A T :'.: ., Y‘_'!.‘_"‘v___; ,’4 ‘%-“_-trx\ji‘ﬁrx.ﬁ‘\‘ !;‘;"":j:‘xs#:f'l—'

“In the last pnragraph on page two, & reference 1s, made, "'As mncl;

as posslble ‘routine ma.ﬂ a.nd, of course, mail addrused to the PBI lhould be -3
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'-1""' Al e Rogorl put unote on this memorandmn stating
S ‘tome dter!ha.drudhu memorandum. ;I did not have a chance to talk to him ‘%
... ' yesterday. Ididul.ktoh:lmthumornlngontheulephone. Itoldhlmthntlhaﬂ_
~ “two observations. - With reference to the first full paragrl.ph on page two that > 1%
= - Olney had discussed the phra.saolog'y which is guoted some time ago and luaguted

that we not use this phraseology. ‘I told Rogers that this phraaeolagy was used 4’:5
=eince there might be overriding policy considerations wherein the Department m]ght
ve good and sufficient reasons for wanting an ‘investigation made and furthermots
'was a double check on the correctnaudour]:oalﬂnn lndthebepa.rtmant o 3 %

=,

‘1of the impropriety of their action. Rocerl
{this phraseclogy seemed to be the hone _
] Enclosure - -
: @c -Mr. Boardman I

."_‘ 7
.-‘ . = -
< AR

A



— 3 e )

o
e

2X - MIBSING rmou-mrommn NN
i SRR .‘;' *5311 ¢ ﬁﬁ??? ”%
M could be o
this entire matter. " Hahrthnrphudthnmhphmwhuh Jary-
becsuse the Attorney General has now delegated to the Bureau thseomplcte nd, ,.1-;3.
final authority as to whether it should of should not investigate complaints | in
_kidnaping case; that while be' anderstands mr;uitbn,*hhnthnthe n.ctl m 13
‘mow changed by this memorandum and that nd purpose Was to be served in using 3 ,5‘5
‘such phraseology. luincthnlmgmimmﬂm vtth'hlmmthh aeorp,.;, aRKS
told him that I would like to discuss the matter with the Director since the “g??.j
mmtorhad.hodncuuedum,mm r with the Attorney General.. té}; , 5
g Bl SR ‘a-‘*'*;rm*-*sﬁhux ‘s‘?ﬁ*;'f-f.‘frv 4 :}*-3: .
AR 27WWith re!erent:e 10 the'last paragraph on page !,*!po tednutlr éf
. thnt his  phraseclogy, "As ‘much as possible routine mailand. .4..4._,’ anlght he TN
- fuhject ‘to misunderstanding and that the Bureau would be glad to answer-any #£t ,.5; >
 mail addressed to the FBI but that we did not feel that mail sent io the Crlmlnil's, ‘.
“'Division should be sent to the Bureau for an answer and I thought to avoid any ~s- T
‘luture misunderstanding this should be omitted. Rogers stated that he’ agreed I B
‘the sentence could be revised to read, 'Mail addressed to the FBI should‘,' ’1« Pz
answered by the FBL ™ : -Rogers ‘stated be 'ould have th? routine mail l.nswr
lsavbere in the anartment. PR e 4.-,?3.""\;4'::'??._ &
y CR RT3 .--.:\g";ﬂg‘.":‘?_.r% z{"‘ w,-,} S :.fei‘fé »T\‘Ehw L
PO ‘Ica.mabar_t totheﬂr-ttullmn.ph on page two mdtoldhlmthif“*
‘Y could not see where H we used phraseology, *No further action is cantemplned -
‘: ymless additional facts/8bfained or unless the Department has a contrary view, ? _gf
“_could possibly be objectionable’ and this should certainly mmake ﬂaryhody hn.ppy. ;
. Rogers did not agree and thought that in ' memoranda reporting kidnaping cases’ ,‘
*, ‘which are intended for informational purposes only that they should be reported ﬂ@
7" a8 informational memoranda and should not contain such phraseology. ;He !urthnr
.+ -argued that this phraseology was no longer necessary in view of fact Attorney G_anen
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