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I, 9347, say as follows to the Inquiry into Institutional Abuse 1922 to 1995 (the HIA Inquiry).
Background

1. I was an officer in the Security Service for 34 years.

2. During my service I was appointed between 1981 and 1983 to the role of Assistant
Secretary Political (otherwise known as ‘ASP’) in Northern Ireland, where I served on
secondment from the Security Service to the Northem Ireland Office.

3. Iconfirm that I was not involved in Northern Ireland in the mid 1970’s, and did not know
of anything to do with the Kincora Boys Hostel (‘Kincora) until my role began in 1982.

4. The ASP was the Security Service representative who worked alongside the Army, based
in Lisburn. That is where my office was located.

5. Ireported to the Director and Coordinator of Intelligence (otherwise known as the ‘DCI),
a Senior Security Service officer, seconded to the NIO, who was based at Stormont.

6. I have been asked to look at documents authored by me in my role as ASP in 1982. I
have no personal recollection of the documents at this remove, save to confirm the
contents of the documents were what | recorded at the time.

Note for File dated the 29" June 1982

7. I refer to a Note for File dated the 29" June 1982 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the Note for

" File’) which can be found at Exhibit 1 to this statement. I confirm that I am the author of
this Note for File. 1 am informed by the Security Service, and therefore believe, that the
HIA Inquiry has seen the unredacted document.

8. This Note for File is based on discussions I had with Captain [Ijjil} of the Special
Investigations Branch of the Army.

9. From my Note for File [ can see that I had access to a number of documents. These
included:

a. A record of Brian Gemmell’s interview with Jim McCormack of the 25 March,
1975;
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b. The direction from lan Cameron’s assistant to Brian Gemmell of the 4™ April
1975 as to the parameters of any interview he was due to have with Roy Garland;
and

¢. A record of Brian Gemmell’s subsequent interview with Roy Garland.

10. 1 have been asked what 1 can remember about the content of the above documents. I
cannot now remember the content of the documents. All I can say about their content is
that which is recorded in my Note for File, and my subsequent telegram of the 19™ July
1982,

11.1t is apparent to me that my Note for File indicates that the Security Service was
concerned about the parameters of the RUC police investigation into Kincora and its
potential to stray into matters concerning intelligence agents and intelligence generally,
which were not related to Kincora, a possibility which the Security Service would have
wished to avoid occurring,

12. 1t is clear to me from cwrent consideration of my Note for File that at that time I
envisaged the possibility, subject to what Brian Gemmell said to the RUC, of RUC
Superintendent Caskey asking me (as the then ASP) what Ian Cameron did with the
results of Brian Gemmell’s meeting with Roy Garland in 1975. In the Note for File I
clearly stated that I could potentially show RUC Superintendent Caskey the 4™ April
1975 direction from lan Cameron’s assistant, which laid out the parameters of the
interview Brian Gemmell was permitted to conduct with Roy Garland. It is apparent from
my consideration of this Note to File that 1 quoted from that direction in paragraph 8 of
my telegram of 19" July 1982. It is apparent that, in quoting from that file, I did not refer
to any intelligence that emerged from the meeting Brian Gemmell had with Roy Garland.

13.1t is clear that my Note for File was compiled with reference to, and direct reliance on
documents that were contained in a Security Service file, which was held by the ASP
locally at HQNI. I am advised by the Security Service that this file cannot now be
located. 1 can confirm that it was not destroyed during my time serving as the ASP in
Northern Ireland, as, to my knowledge, no files were destroyed during my time.

Captain’s memo of the 28" June 1982

14.1 have been shown a 6 page memo signed by Captain [Iof the 28" June 1982
which can be found at Exhibit 2. I am informed by the Security Service and therefore
believe that the HIA Inquiry has seen the unredacted document. I cannot recall the
document at this remove.
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Telegram of 19'* July 1982

15.

16.

17.

I have also been shown a telegram of the 19 July 1982 which can be found at Exhibit 3.
I confirm I was the author of the telegram. I am informed by the Security Service and
therefore believe that the HIA Inquiry has seen the unredacted document.

The telegram records my report back to London on what Captain told me of
the RUC interview with Brian Gemmell.

That telegram, amongst other things, at paragraph 8 demonstrates that I quoted directly
from the direction of lan Cameron’s assistant to Brian Gemmell of the 4" April 1975 as
to the parameters of any interview that was to be conducted with Roy Garland.

General

18.

19.

20.

21.

I can say to the HIA Inquiry, based on my recollections, that the Security Service in
Northern Ireland did not concern itself with questions of investigating whether someone
was a practising homosexual or not. Therefore, the guidance given to Brian Gemmell,
that the army requirement was for information on TARA and that the army had no
interest in the investigation of deviant sexual activities or religious aspects of the group,
comes as no surprise to me.

I do not remember reading any document that would indicate that the Service had any
knowledge of the abuse of children at Kincora, prior to the revelation in the media in
1980.

At this remove I cannot remember what I read in the files I had access to at the time, and
after the period of over 30 years, it is difficult for me to speculate about what may be
considered to be inferences or implications that arise from what I wrote. 1 accept the HIA
Inquiry is entitled to do so.

I have provided this statement to the HIA on the understanding that my identity will be
protected. I confirm that the pin number used to identify me above was unique to me and
I am aware that the Director General of the Security Service will be confirming my true
identity to the HIA Inquiry,
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Signed: qa\? :

Dated: 8 June 2016
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E - CLASSIFICATION

LTMEY A

1. Fergonel Detszils
Brian Swart GEMMEL

18.8.1
sub;jecgsgf yreppmp- - F|LE REFERENCES

6“-7: lndergreduste Strathclyde University ‘eaczrg
:.conom:tcs and Business Stwedies.

2. Becurity History
B - SOURCE PROTECTION

b. Met by MR Feb 171 in i

described him as “rasc:mated by agent wor 'but‘:.s inclined
to take risks, shrewd ... and wonld like to join the
Security Bervice.

g - MIS OFFICER .
. ¢. 1972 interviewed by 2s 2 posgible office

.candidate apd, was advised to get job experience. GEMMEL
took a 88C in the Int Corps.

d. 1973 talent spotted

e. 1976 talent spotted. D - MI5 OFFICER

scted as an office candida.te.

EMMEL on iBO files.

INCORRECT NFE = PLEASLE SELKEN-T05282.
RIN-TOS28S FOR CORRECT NEF DATLED 29 TUHNIE
[982

E - CLASSIFICATION
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E - CLASSIFICATION

we had ne worries regerding criminal aspects. I sccepted that
there coulé be no grestion of = cover up, however, Ceskey (tke
RUC investigating officer) was probebly not PV'd and we did not
vish him (if at 8ll possible) to read any papers relsting .to the
1J8's activities., A further complicetion was the likelihood
that 2 number of these metiers were subjegct to the 0S4 for thir
reeson I needed to have the fullest detsils sveileble for
oresentation $o the ICI and that he would probably seek the
views of Li.

5. CLF gave the following orders:-

MOD OFFICER L

was to provide GEMMEL's address in
y Ceskey.

& -
IRRELEVANT 1

b. He was to say that he had met GEMIMEL but taken
no statewent. He was not to provide eny detsils of
this conversation.

MOD OFFICER L . Y . .
c. _was to provide me with & foll writtec
* report.

d. The metter was to be referred to the DCI for his
advice.

papers relating to this case were
and in view of the posgibility of

his case eilectlng Police/Army/Security Service

relations the watter wes to be closely held.

6. I have kept [NMERSEN fu1ly briefed of lopments in
this case. He coniirmed on the 29 June that is not declared
to the RUC. 20 .

E - SIGNATURE .

ANY _0O al-
E - CLASSIFICATION

INCORRECT NIl - PLEASTE SEL
NIN-TOA282 KIN-TO5283 FOR CORRILCT
NEF DATED 29 JUINE 1982

D - MI5 OFFICER
ASF

29 June 1982

E - CLASSIFICATION
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E - Classification ;

INCORRLECT NEL - PLEEASLE .\[_l_' NIN-TO32R2.
IN-T03285 FOR CORRECT NEL DATED 20
JUNTETO8D

NUTE FOR FILE

E - File
Reference/Staff
oc Jv.l .

Erian Sweri GEWEL
DOE: 1E.E.S0

ﬂold we or the evening g he 28 Jdupedhat GEMMEL
ot e viewed}Wby Capt (8IB).
report had been given directly to the CLF end

to contain informetion proviced by GEMHEL sbout:-

o N : . . B - PROTECTION OF

E. His activities as the case officer o:‘

B. That this: activities were directed by the ASP
(Cemeron).

WPRWNIIE - SOURCE PROTECTION
BB - SOURCE PROTECTION

c. Tnat he

2. I passed this infordwation to DCI who asked wme:-
2. To trace GEMMEL with London.
. :

S itten account of GEMMEL's conversation
3. I phoned the NDO who fortuitously was D - Mi5 OFFICER_
He was subseguently zble to vrovide we with detsils of GEMMEI

which are attached at Annex A.

&4, On the wornin O June Jouas cplled
D - MI5 OFFICER . COS -  ACOS snd ACOS
I suowarised the Rl cese enphrsising that
e wes a current undeclared azsset 0 ne e 1 confirmed that

GEMMEL had been involved with Becurity Bervice getivities in the
early 1970s and thst his role as controliler ofmhad
been co-ordinated by tbe ASP (Czmeron). 1 explalned that this
was not e Security Service operation but becsuse of the sensitive
end unusual aspects of it the ASP had teken 2 close interest in
the way it was conducted. ASP and the source #dvisers played a
leading roled ilitating the transfer of this case from the
Aray to the assured the CLF that our papers showed that
the case was run in a proper fashion that as far as I could see

E - CLASSIFICATION /eee
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and Prom

TRecevéd by h
. E - CLASSIFICATION

81a8) 29.6.482

o= 1) .

F:
LL omdyfo
Brief re Mr B Gemmell ex Capt Int Corps
- ' I
Atiended Strathclyde University where he became actively engaged in

student politics. He was elected Chairman of the Univers'ity- Conservatives

B - SOURCE PROTECTION
B - SOURCE PROTECTION

B - SOURCE T .
RO ON Gemmell became interested in security service work but on

leaving Dniversity he applied for and was granted a regular commission in the

B - SOURCE PROTECTION

RS ;s cource at Sandhurst was DE/1 subsequent to which he

commanded a Fl from 1 PW0 (Inf att) on the =treets of Belfzst. ' N

5 L -
S T
e

Intelligence Corps.

- .

Gemmell was posted to 123 Int Sec, 39 Bde, in Nov 74, Ee initially worked

gathering intelligence on Protestant Organisations and in this connection requested

permissicn from HQNI to B - SOURCE PROTECTION

B (Thic source is now referred to a5 (NI

Gemmell was invest"iga'ting the 'TARA’ 6rganisat:i.on and he deduced through

. - .
general conversation with that Clifford Bmyth was the Inlelligence Dfficer for
TARA.

E - CLASSIFICATION
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This organisation involved a man called William McGrath (telieved to

be the leader) and the accepted aims of the unit were to take over .NI in the
event of total civil war.

B - SOURCE
Soon after Gemmell reguested permission PROTECTION and

submitted information as a result of meetings, he was summoned to EQNI for =2
meeting with Asst Sec (Pol) Cameron (now retired). He was encouraged to continue
the relationship and to involve his family.

Gemmell at this time used a PR cover
Be gained considerable information from-on
1. TARA

.

' <
B -
. 2. Politigal, Opponents oi‘

3. IRA {TARA had an intelligence net).

~

Reports were usvally typed, some verbal and some taped. Sl a1so provided

intelligence on Paisley which in the main was only pas'sed to Cameron and NOT

copies to 39 Bde files, Nearly all information of a political nature was given
ONLY to Cameron.

Gemmell believed (because of the info that

gODEW B-
had) that;ad
B -
2 source in HQNI, or the Army.

ad possession of sectarian maps, a copy of
Visor and details of unit moves

B - SOURCE PROTECTION
B -SOURCE PROTECTION

NB  This may have been WALLACE!

B - SOURCE PROTECTION
B - SOURCE PROTECTION

to be a homosexual.

McGrath was known

At this point Gemmell experienced a spiritual change which resulied in him

becoming a 'Committed Christian' and in furtherance of this through his family
7

he became Triendly with two men of similar persuasion in NI.

E - CLASSIFICATION
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-

-

In general conversation Germell mentioned T?RA and in the ecnvygrsation
which followed he was directed towards a man n;med YeCormick who aliesedly had
info. Gemmell interviewed McCormick and it was obvious that MéCor@ick vanted to
expose McGrath beéause he was practising deviant sexusl acts under the guise of

christianity. McCormick 21lso mentioned that McGrath hed seduced a young

missionary girl and committed some sexual act on a negro.

conteeeconase

OFFICIAL-SENSITIVE-PERSONAL



E - CLASSIFICATION KIN-4129
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¥eCormick suggested that Grenmell chould interview a man called Roy Garland

’ ’ MOD ‘; MOD OFFICER Q
who was subsequently secen by Gremmell and SGT,Int Corps (Belleved-
had other meetings with Garland) (KcCormick has ':given info to RUC and Garland
has been interviewed by RUC he related this interview as being with a "Christian
soldier".) The interview was under covert circumstances in Thiepval Bks and on one

occasion in McCormick's home.

Garland outlined the following:-
For many years McGrath had been involved with children. When Garland was a boy
¥cGrath had collected a number of young boys around him under a "Christian banner®
Garland was one of these boys. His (McGrath's) method was to counsel the bpys -~
on sexual problems which he persuaded them to discuss with him (usually masturbatio;
and Christian attitudes towar&s it) Gariand related that McGrath was running a
Boys;'Home (not hagéé3 in Newtownards Rd, Belfast, and had recruited other known
homosexuals to assist him. "A man like that doesn't run a Boys' home and not
‘seduce boys" was a particular comment made by Garland.. NB Wallace may have been
involved in this boys circle as a youth. Gemmell summarises that this b&ys circle

formed the mnucleusof TARA and also believes that Garland was in the UDR.

Gemmell reported this information (McGrath and boys home) to Asst Sec (Pol) .

and he was summoned by Cameron who appeéred angry and teld him that homosexuality

_—l . B - CODEWORD
was dangerous and that he was to sever his connection with

B -
Sometime later (weeks) ggng rang Gemmell one lunchtime and insisted on a

B - SOURCE PROTECTION
meeting. He passed information that
B - IDENTITY
This was relayed to Cameron or_(also Asst Sec (Pol)) who then in

B -
direct contradiction to previous orders encouraged continued contact with
B - N
said that McGrath had hinted that he had connections with the SS. This was
generally believed to be true and thought that he was being handled by RUC SB. -

.

fxccording to Gemmel this would account for Cameron's instruction to forget the

- B - CODEWORD
homosexual allegations against McGrath and to drop his connection with -
E - CLASSIFICATION
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B - -

however when it was apparent thatas producing better information than
B -

their man (McGrath?) then it was expedient to continue workinemzell

can offer no other solution for the dramatic turn around by Cameron.

Gemnell understood that Paisley and a fTemale secretary of DUF were aware
of the homosexual activities but Paisley did not act because McGrath was
politically useful to him. Also he held office in Paisley's chmrch from which

he should have been suspended. Gemmell was prevented from interviewing the

B - IDENTITY

F - RELEVANCE
Gemmell was sent to london by Cameron and interviewed at them
F- B - IDENTITY EE— .
RELEVANCE §oy -ho spoke about the possibility of being handled from ——
A 8

London. Also told Gemmell that they (SS) had film of John McKeague involved

Ce vyt
~, . o L

in homosexual activities {no detail) and how susceptable would McEeague be to
blackmail? Gemmell was aware of McKeague having already being convicted for
offences and therefore thought that he would not be that good a subject.

-

lso related to Gemmell that he had a close friend in the RUC. FPC or

B -PROTECTION OF IDENTITY _

Gemmell thinks he must have known something of the homosexual activities.
: d' . ‘
The following were aware of Gemmell's work for Cameron and of the details

of his reports re McGrath and TARA:

. MOD
1. Lt Col nt Corps
B - Identit

- 3. G3 BQNI (Prot) 1975-6

MOD OFFICER Q

A check of 123 Int Sec 102's for reports.
-

g

Q Vas this information deliberately kept from RUC.
E - CLASSIFICATION
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E - CLASSIFICATION

"4 Yes., Cr insiruction 21l thic w25 classified Sec UL Tyeg 'A' OLLY

The Ruc wers ndl fode b-{cfmec\ wolber was ¥z Bn anfﬁazj.m;
Gemmell is actively engag;d in furthering his interest in the work of the
"Committed Christians" - He left Int work beczuse he could not relaée kis new
found Christian morals with the type of work with which he had been involved

in NI.

28 JUNE 1982 - DISTINCTIVE
SCRIPT

h I
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ANNOTATION

E - TRANSMISSION METHOD
FROM AN

DATED AND RECEIVED 19/24.7.82

/ll-‘/mu /[ ‘7 L;;d ti-':cuu l“‘ ﬂ “

a-’{‘i— A | B O £ SIGNATURE

IMMED| ATE DESKBY 2428080 i € itsie Yos Cossn
-ADDRESSEE ONLY E - ADMIN ANNOTATION

E - DOCUMENT
REFERENCE
E -
FOR DIR @ND

E - ADMIN ANNOTATION

IN SNUFFBOX FOR DIRECTOR

Iy il FOR A/DCI AND DCI REP KNOCK
FM E -SECTION REFERENCE

RUC INVESTIGATION INTQO KINCORA
MOD OFFICER L

E - STAFF
1,  SiB/ VISITED ON 19 JULY. HE
REPORTED [N CONFIDENCE THAT HE AND RUC/SUPT CASKEY INTERVIEWED
(AND TOOK A STATEMENT FROM) GEMMEL on 16 JuLy. [INEESEESENN D PREV-
- IOUSLY SET THIS MEETING UP BY TELEPHONE. DURING THEJR CONVERSATION
- HE HAD ADVISED GEMMEL THAT HE SHOULD RESTRICT HIS COMMENTS/ANSWERS
A RR VESTIGATION, HE HAD ALSO ADDED THAT QUOTE
B SOURCE PROTECTION WAS STILL OF USE UNQUOTE THUS INFERRING IT
WAS A SUBJECT BEST AVOIDED,

[SEAIVIIN
ANNOTATION

2. AT THE START OF THE INTERVIEW CASKEY HAD EXPLAINED TO GEMMEL
THAT HE WAS PRIMARILY INTERESTED (N GEMMEL’S INTERVIEW WITH ROY
GARLAND IN 1975, WHAT HE HAD LEARNED AND WHAT HE DID WITH THIS
;NFORMATION.

3.,
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PAGE TWO E - CLASSIFICATION
E - DOCUMENT REFERENCE

3. GEMMEL EXPLAINED THAT AS OC 123 INT SECT HQ 39 BDE HE HAD CARRE
OUT NUMEROUS INTERVIEWS IN 1975 WITH INDIVIDUALS WHO WERE MEMBERS
OF VARIOUS LOYALIST GROUPS IN BELFAST, ONE ORGANISATION OF
CONSIDERABLE INTEREST HAD BEEN TARA. HE HAD BEEN ACCOMPAN|ED ON A
NUMBER OF 0CCASIONS By cPL INMGESESRRIN | NT CORPS WHO WAS A MEMBER

OF HIS INT SECT. THROUGH HIS OWN QUOTE EVANGEL!CAL CONTACTS N
BELFAST UNQUOTE GEMMEL HAD INTERVIEWED TWO PROMINENT LOYALISTS:
FIRST W J MCCORMICK AND THEN THROUGH HI™, ROY GARLAND (NOTE BOTH

OF THESE MEN HAVE RECENTLY GIVEN STATEMENTS TO CASKEY AND CONFIRMED
THAT THESE INTERVIEWS TDOK PLACE.) GARLAND HAD TOLD GEMMEL THE
FOLLOWING :

A, THAT WILLIAM MCGRATH WAS AN EVIL MAN, A SEXUAL DEVIANT WHO
UNDOUBTEDLY CORRUPTED THE BOYS IN HIS CARE,

B. MCGRATH OWED GARLAND £2004.

C. GARLAND HAD MARRIED IN APPROX 1974 AND HIS PREVIQUS HOMOSEXUAL
EXPERIENCES AS A JUVENILE W!TH MCGRATH WERE CAUSING HIM EMBARRASSMENT
GEMMEL COULD NOT ELABORATE ON THIS,

L,  GEMMEL SAID THAT HE SAW GARLAND ON TWO OCCASIONS ALTHOUGH IT
WAS POSSIBLE THAT CPL MIGHT HAVE SEEN HIM ONCE MORE,

5, FOLLOWING HIS INTERVIEW wWiITH GARLAND, GEMMEL HAD PRODUCED A
FOUR PAGE MILITARY INTELLIGENCE SOURCE REPORT (MISR) wHICH HAD A
RESTRICTED CIRCULATION OF 3 COPIES. HE WAS SURE_THAT ONE COPY HAD
EQNE TO ASP (IAN CAMERON) s ) -

.
£ 4

TAZE I
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E - DOCUMENT
REFERENCE

_ 6 [IISSSREENIN o RMED THAT NO REPEAT NO MENTION WAS MADE OF
DURING THE INTERVIEW WITH GEMMEL,

7. S covMENTED THAT THROUGHOUT THE INTERVIEW GEMMEL HAD
APPEARED RELAXED AND CO-OPERATIVE. HE MADE NO ATTEMPT TO

WIDEN THE DISCUSSION BUT REMAINED CONTENT TO CONFINE HIS ANSWERS

TO CASKEY’S QUESTIONS WHICH WERE CENTRED ON GARLAND.AFTER THE INTERVE

MOD OFFICER L

MOD OFFICER Q

IAN CAMERON AND CPL MW””*R°(Now SSGT . CASKEY
T THAT BEFORE DOING THIS HE PROPOSED DISCUSSING THE MATTER AT

HQ RuC (IS 2 CONFIRMED THAT HE SAW CASKEY WITH H/SB ON THE
MORNING OF 19 JULY). HE ALSO WISHED TO FIND THE MISR PRODUCED FROM
THE GARLAND INTERVIEW AND WHAT ACTION WAS TAKEN ON IT,

8.  GEMMEL’S INTERVIEW WITH MCCORMICK ON 25 MARCH 1975 (WHICH INCLUB
A REQUEST FOR AUTHORITY TO APPRQACH CARLAND LED ON B - COPEWORD
FF. RESPONDING TO THIS REQUEST D - MIS OFFICER WROTE A NOTE
FOR FILE RECORDING THAT GEMMEL AND [iSSSSMlllWERE TOLD ON 4 APRIL
1975-BY ASP AND JESMl THAT QUOTE IT WAS IN ORDER FOR GARLAND TO BE
INTERVIEWED ON THE“STRICT UNDZERSTANDING THAT THE OVERT AND CLEARLY
EXPRESSED REASON WAS A REQUIREMENT FOR INFORMATION ON TARA, |T WAS
EMPHASISED THAT THE ARMY HAD NO INTEREST [N INVESTIGATION OF DEVIANT
EXUAL ACTIVITIES OR RELIGIOUS ASPECTS OF THE GROUP WHICH WAS SOLELY
HE FUNCTION OF A SPECIALIST SECTION OF THE RUC, THEREFORE THIS DIS~
mss;ow SHOULD BE STEERED AWAY FROM THIS TYPE OF 4SSUE, ANYTHING
MIGHT SAY ABOUT PERESONALITIES INVOLVING PART! CULARLY |
CODEWORD

E - CLASSIFICATION

For page 4 of the document plej
see KIN-105047
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PAGE FOUR

E - DOCUMENT
REFERENCE

E - CLASSIFICATION

WOULD BE OF INTEREST UNQUOTE. THE GARLAND TRAILS ENDS THERE,
WE HAVE NO OTHER PAPERS ON HIM NOR DO WE (OR bl KNOW WHERE THE
M SR WAS FILED. THE ARMY ARE NOW ATTEMPT!NG TO LOCATE TH!S DOCUMENT

A00s 89 SN TINTERVIEW Wi TH
oJ8l; .

S AWARE OF THE CASE ACOS
FELT THA ESTS WOULD BE BEST SERVED RY NOT SPEAKING TO HIM
PRIVATELY BEFOREHAND HE ASSESSED CASKEY AND |

B - CODEWORD

TO BE WELL
AWARE OF OUR INTERESTS IN THIS MATTER AND THOUGHT IT BEST TO LET
MATTERS TAKE THEIR COURSE.

E - STAFF DESIGNATION

19,  HSB HAS ASKED ADCI, DCI REP_KNOCK AND TO DISCUSS THE
~ STATE OF PLAY AT 189@ 28 JULY. WILL NOT BE AVAILABLE TO
ATTEND » et
- IS5Vl L. THEREFORE REPRESENT HIS INTERESTS.

BT

E - SECTION REFERENCE

[SEAIVIIN
ANNOTATION
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