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ALrmy Countenntelhgence s Deahngs With Klaus Barbie
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Tre July 6 Associated Press dispatch
cn the Klaus Barbie case amounts to &
cratuitous assault on the integrity of
the U.S. Army Counterintelligence
Corps and on me personally.

The ariicle purports to cite admis-

ivns by retired U.S. agents that they
b“lped “‘hundreds of Nazis ... to es-
cape prosecution.” The suhsequent
paragraph implies that 1 made such an
allegation, and quotes me as bhaving
said, ‘“We did not have any great pangs
of conscience.” All this is nonsense.

The facts are that very few rather
than hundreds of ‘Nazis” were em-

ploved, that extremely few if any of

these faced prosecution and that the
Barbie case represented a singuiar
exception to a geperal rule of avoiding
dealings with persons with a question-
able political background. Furtber,
when exceptional circumstances jed
us to employ such persons, we did so
with considerable moral quaims.

The facts with regard to the Barbie
case are that war crimes charges

against him were not raised during his-

period of empioyment. Charges of his
‘torturing or killing hundreds® and of
involvement in death-camp roundups
began to circulate much later; and the
satriguet ‘‘Butcher of Lyons’’ is of re-
cent vintage.

To our knowledge, his activities had
been directed against the underground

French Communist Party and Resist-

ance, just as we in the postwar era
were concerned with the German Com-
rmunist Party and activities inimical to
Amrerican policies in Germany.

~fier the war, Barbie, as a Gestapo

cificial, was apprehended and interned
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'in accordance with “automatic arrest””

policies. He was interrogated and sub-_

sequently released without any war
crimes charges being raised.

Because his skills were badly need-
ed, given the ambitious operations as-
signed to the C.1.C. and the shortage of
experienced and professional Ameri-
can agents, he was subsequently em-
ployed as a recruiter of sources within

thmiﬂesknewanumgwhereBa:bie
was and what be was doing, and until
1851 made no formal request for his ex-
tradition. They asserted they wanted to

“interrogate him about his activities di- -
. rected against the Resistance, with &

view to identifying collaborators.
French authorities were given access
to him for such interrogation.

- When French authorities finally

pressed for Barbie's extradition,
American reluctance to hand him
over was based an two considerations.
First, it was known that Soviet and

American intelligence activities, jeop-
ardizing pot merely- our operations

but also the security and indeed
lives of sources recruited by Barbie.” -~
Second, it was known that the Ba=his
case functioned as a political fooiball
(as it still does today) in the centuria:-
old conflict between the French pciiti-r
cal left and right. It was primarily tie’
left which at that time raised the
charges against him and pressed -for
his extradition, as part-of an ongoing”
effort to discredit somé leading ‘cen-~
trist and right-wing political leaders. -
It should be noted that French ex-<
tradition requests then and later were”.
more pro forme than real, and that-
today the French seem most reluctant::
to bring Barbie to trial because it in-*
volves the reopening of old scars. = :~..
I certainty do ot claim that any.of vs -
who dealt with Barbie shoild be &b-

:solved of all guilt, and we all bad pangs .
‘of conscience then and we have them -

now. While intelligence operationscan--
not be conducted by adhering to some,
rigid puritanical moral code, intelli.-
gence personnel are certainly not de--
void of moral scruples. We certaiznly ;
did not live by the code that theend jus.~ -
tifies the means. EUGENEJ. KoLE
Lieatenant Colonel, A.U.S. (retired) :
Cape Elizabetk, Me., July §,1983 -
The writer, a Counterintelligence.’
Corps officer from 1943 to 1963, wey, .
chief of operations in the Augsburg.
region in 1949 /50.




