Chief of auum, Frankfurt
Attention: = =
Chief, EB

Approval of KTBT?Z Pield Project Cutline
REF: MWOKA-36825, MOPA-6537, FRAN b106 (1IN 13604)

1, At long last we are able to give you some informasion concesrning
the KIBITZ PPO. VWe can fully undervstand your comcern about the necessary
spproval of this project and ve yegret the de ,tbemﬁarvhieh
will bascome apparent in the following paregraphs.

2. mmmmantmmnauorumwsaMasm
ary period through 30 September 1952, snd vetrosotively to 1 Jenuary 1952.
mmeat aymwdtw%wﬂadm $29,3%0, .

3. mmmuu&ummsmwsomrwsemwu-
pendent on the Yesults of “a complete reassessment ,..,. in an effort to
eliminate fundamental weaknesses vhich wight allitate againat its use as
a staybehind asset.” Such reassessasnt is to be completed by 30 Beptember.

h, You sre doubtless familiar, by this time, vith most of the factors
which have caused officfals heye to e uncertain adbout the future of this
project, Byw“unv&n, however, your attention 4s called %o the follow~

ing points;

a. m motivation and security aspects of KIBITZ 15 sod the
whole problem of cur sontyol -~ pressit and future ~ over this
capable agent. Your sttention is called to further details &is- -
euased 4n the following povabes: MIQW-IN165, NOQE-L3RTC, MOKW-TOT6,
KIQH-1hSHT, MIQU-L36TT, MOKW-118h1, ete,

b, The larger problem of our future control over both the
KIBIEZ 15 complex aud the U. 5.-sponsoyed portion of the KIBITZ
progren, Put briefly, the KIBITZ program was supposed to ensuye
s U. 8.-criented staybebind system in West Germseny in the eveat
that the ZIPPER staybehiud progrem went down the drain. what
assurances are there that we can count on either or both sides of
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of the KIBITZ progream in the event of hostilities? 7This guestion
has, of course, particular significance with nmct to the future
lwmlty of the K-15 complex,

e, Since there 15 a limited number of Comao clreuits avail-
able, there is the feeling here that the number of actual future
staybehind units should be limited to the number which can be
serviced and; jJjust a8 important, vhich cen be ressonably counted
on to activate themselves in the event of hostilities. Here again,
the gquestion is whather to count mminly on the strictly U. 8. side
of the KXBITZ program or on the K-15 side. 7This cumes down prizar-
L1y to the gquestion, whioh tesns to bet aal

d. The operaticnal value, particularly with respect to lmport.
snt targets and enemy line of march, of the KIBITZ units. For ez
ample, should mot more attention be given to the more strategic (and
less expedient) location of reporting staybehind unitst There is
1ittle use in having & unit located in Kssseol, for instance, if the
enemy 18 likely to enter 100 miles south of Kaesel.

e. Training and tredecraft probtlems. E. g., vhat inprovements
csn be mads, what 1is being done now, ete.

5. Other more general problems have been cutlined several times, not-
abl.r in the following poushes: MGKW-12235, MOKW-12068, and MOEW-11766 (the
most conprehensive document). The undersigned bas m«ntz: written a fairly

detatled eritique of the staybebind program; this will slso be made avail-
able to you after it has been discussed here this week. The same is true

of a recent critique written as s fimal gesture by Willlem E. Plaine.

6. Based on the above outline of the various probless and uacertain-
ties, wve would like to have you pouch us your cwn assessment of the KIBITZ
progran, This should be along fairly specific lines, both with regard to
the prodlems, their suggested solutions, and specific reccamendations for
the manner in vhich the progrea should de contioued in the future.




