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REMARKS
1. As a member of the USCIB SECCOM I can say that
I do not believe there is good basis for Col. Horton's
opinton expressed in last sentence of his par. 3.

2. A study having an important bearing on this
subject has been undertaken by SECCOM. It has to do
with the philosophy of current BRUSA policy re
changing the codeword regularly or when a compromise
has been declared, The subject of a codeword for
amlytic methm; can be reo-gpened when the results
of the new SECCOM study have become known.

3. I therefore concur in Col. Hortonts recormmends
tion and as a member of SECCOM will keep you informed
of the progress of SECCOM!s study.

* 4, In the meantime I see no reason why we can not
or d not follow the GCHQ practice in regard to .
putting the COMINT codewoni on those COMSEC documents
which deal Hi.th g

FEB 50 Form 12, 10 Nov 47, which may

D D FORM 5 Replaces DA AGO Form 895, 1 Ab%r 48, and AFHQ o8—~16—48487-4 GrO ¥
1



Avpendix - 1ly in
regard to tie point at issue and am of the nion
that Capt. Goodﬂn, when in his former AFSA position,
made an erronecus or at least & much too rigid inter-
protation of the rule. I do not think GCHQ is
vioclating the rule and hence 1f we follow thelr
practice we would not violate it. If you wish to
consult DDI or DIR, I would be glad io go with you
to present the matier, In this connection, please
note that my suggestion to follow GCHQ practice ia
not only not objected to by SECCOM but in fact meets
with the Support of the Committee, as evidenced by
paras. e & d, axd recommendation 6b of the SECCOM
mamo to the Cooxrdinator,




