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_ . ‘Gen. Edgu C. Dolema
lehhnt Chief of Statf
““for Intelligence ’
Department of the Amy
Washington, D.C. 20310

Deay General Doleman:

This is in response to your letter to General
Carter of 30 March concerning the U.5. Defector
Program. 1 believe that most of the matters referred
to in your letter have been affected by the action of the
USIB on 2 April, which, I beliseve, is in the direction
in which you are anxicus for matters to proceed.

We will continue to follow this matter closely
and I wilil be in touch with you. .

o

-~ B Sincerely yours,
<5 . ' i
T : (signed) Lyman B. Kirkpatrick
= : Lyman B. Kirkpatrick
S Executive Director
LBK:drm
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Central Intelligence Agency
Washingtoa, D. C. 20505
Atzention: Deputy Direetor

Dear Gensral Cartex:

1 should like to call to your attention ths confusion within the
U. 8. Defector Progrem which 1 balisve has been generated as a result
of the 1 August 1962 ruling of the United Btates Intelligence Board,
that "im the future the hendling of defectors from &n epposition
foreign intelligencs service should be discussed in an exequtive
session of the USIB.Y ‘ '

I did not, of courss, participate in the August 1962 discussions;
however, s review of the csses since then has convinced me that insuf-
ficient guidance wes provided thoss who must become {nvelved in the
handling, esploitation, and resettlement of intelligence defectors.
More important, the action taken in 1962 by-passed au already existing
and working mechaniem, ths Interagency Defector Committes.

At the 14 Februsry 1964 wmeeting of the IDC my representative
offered a sat of procedurss for the handling of intelligence defectors
for the discussion of the Committee. I feel that sueh action clearly
falls within the functions of the IDC established in paragraph 2 of
| | Duriag the recent 23 March 1964 IDC mesting the various
members agreed that precedures were required, but, except for Army
and DIA, felt that USIE had preempted the IDC's vesponsibility in
such cases. The DIA mesber abstained from voting.

The current case of the Polish code clerk defecter from the
United Nations was also droached by the Army member duxing the 23 Maxch
1964 mesting. Previous to the meeting the 731 sesber had stated that
the FBI would be ready to turn this source over to the Pelsctox’
Committes in about two weeks for exploitation on behalf of the
community. '

I was quite surprised to learn that during the above mesting, the
Chairman of the IDC took the position that since USIH had not indicated
how this case was to ke handled, be, the Chairman, oould not then sccept
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this case. The Army member concurred in the FBI positicn that thare

was no reason why the case eould not be accepted by the Committes.
The other members (DIA abstained frem voting) agrsed that the Cheir- MM
VRE

|

VA

man should seek & position from USIB.

In the meantime, based on the FBI report concerning the Polish NS B
ecds clerk, both the Army Seeurity Agency and the Army counterintelligence
production section have indicated extrease interest in debriefing this r\ﬂ)
source. Undoubtedly other Defense requirements will be generated as Aﬁi
more information becomes available concerning this source’s knowledge- M
ability. The DIA msmber of the IDC has indicated his intention to W

recomaend that Army undertake the debriefing of this source and, if :

requested to do so, my office will sccept this responsibility. This

a¢tion must now be held in asbeyance pending & USID ruling. D
I feel that ths sbove confusion is & natural result of our failuxe G’V

to use the IDC for the purpese for which it was established. I recowmend

that the 1 August 1962 ruling be abrogated. The IDC is an extensien

of USIB and 1if any memder feels that there are insufficient safeguards

within the present defector directives to deal with ths special aspects

of intelligence defectoxs, I belisve he should use his mmmbership or

entres to the IDC to introduce within that Committes what he feels to
be the required changes.

1 also recommend that the Polish code clerk be referred to the IDC
for esploitation on bshalf of the intslligence commmity as soon as the
¥BI makes him available. ‘

&

The above actious will use the IDC to psrform the functions sssigned
to it and remove ths necessity for the USIB membership to concern itself
with operational details and reports regarding evary case of defection
from hostile intelligence. They will also be in line with Mr. McCone's
letter of 28 January 1964 which, in response to Stats's request for a
review of defesctor handling procedures within the United States,
indicated that State's recommendations would ba refsrred to ths Inter-
agency Befector Committes. I belisve that a contimuing spplication of
this prineiple will work to everyons's benefit. I am sending a copy of
this letter to the intevssted members of the community.

Sincerely,

EDGAR C. DOLEMAN
. paleor General, G3
RS Ll L' \Gof8 for Intslligence
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