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: Dissussion: Security Clearance of [: ‘] and "Rufus®

I advised E_ _’] that I had prepared the biographical outlines which
were to be submitted together with a request for pﬁ'ovisional clearance from
Staff "C", Also I had checked both names witt [ | "] o handles
all matters with Staff *D*, I told[ ] that there was no derogatary
info on Rufus and that there was no info on [ ‘= Stafg mpm files
according te E 1 o
I aske¢ L ]how the request througﬁ. staff "C* should be handled,
specifically who would sign the attached request.” He advised me that he
would check with Cols King. Later in the sams day, [ adviced e
operational clearance check
that Cole King hed told him that no mmzmxtigxeimel with staff ®CY was
necessary, imm since the Director had already approved the i'iae‘:fof--#’thei.
two subjects, . J advised me that & simple covert name check wuld
be sufficient.
I told him that the covert name check would include a check of Subjects
Gommunist sympathies or information shich reflected that these people were
not friendly to the U.S.A. I further advised him I would mmk indicate
thzt only théselimited security steps had been taken in khe final assessment
of the two individuals involved, I advised him that under these circumstances
as described to me, the .
Tremfakixoperriizm responsibility of full operztional use of these two
individuals would of course then belong to the director, s nce the normal

chamnel of security clearance was not being camplied with,



