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DIRECTORATE FOR DEFENSE INFORMATION

DATE: Junc 14, 1996 TIME: PA REP:
QUERY FROM: Response 1o Query
PHONE: |
QUESTION: - Does the Department of Defense have any comment on
reports there are 10-15 live POW/MIAs in North Korea who
want to come home?
~ ~“ANSWER: | The Department of Defense has received numerous reports

concerning Americans living in North Korea following the
prisoner exchanges in North Korea in 1953, but the lack of
corroborating evidence often hindered follow-on
investigations. We continue to investigate a limited number
of reports, including ooe from a former Romanian
contractor in North Korea which alleges that U.S. POWs
were being held in North Korea in 1979. We have been

unable to confirm any of these reports.

7 Based on prior reports and a preliminary analytical
assessment of interviews with North Korean defectors, we
will be pursuing the issue of live Americans in North Korea.

The Department of Defense is aware of four Americans who
defected in the 1960s from the Ist Cavalry Division. They
account for some of these live sighting reports. Two of the
defectors appear to be individuals who were seen in the
North Korea propaganda film, “Nameless Heroes.” Two
addinonal American military personnel also defected, one in
1979 and one in 1982.

Although we have thus far been unable to subsuantiate that
Americans are still detained against their will. the
information available to us precludes ruling out that
possibility. Actions to investigate ive sighting reports will
continue to receive the highest prnonty and resources,
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EAP PRESS GUIDANCE
June 1S5, 1996

PO IGHT KOREA

Q: What can you tell us about the possiblity that American
POWs are alive in North Korea?

A: -- We have seen these press reports. There are some
situations where there may be Americans living in North Koresa.
They may be defactors.

-- Although we have thus far been unable tc substantiate
that Americans are still detained against their will, the
information available to us precludes ruling out that
peossiblity. Actions to investigate live sighting reports will
continue to receive the highest priority and resources.

-- Primary responsibility for POW/MIA issues lles with the
Department of Defense.

SPECIAL NOTE:

From June 10-14, 1996, a Deprcment of Defense delegation met
in Pyongyang with their counterparts from the Democratic
Pecople‘s Republic of Korza. The purpose of the meeting was to
plarn joint humanitarian recovery cperations of remains of U.S.
servicemembers from the Korean War, as called feor in a May 9,
1396 agreement. During the talks, the U.S. and the DPRK agread
on the dates, lccations, and logistics for the first cwo
recovery operactions. The first recovery operation will begin
on July 10, 199¢ at an alrcraft crash site in Unsar County,
Korea.

EAP/P - John Ohta (using DOD language)
NOT YET CLEARED BY PA NICK BURNS as of 6/15 2:30 p.m.
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EAP PRESS GUIDANCE
June 17, 1996

R - L AN '

Q: Do you have any comment on press stories that there may be
live American POW's in North Korea?

A —- THE ISSUE OF AMERICAN MIA'S FROM THE KOREAN WAR HAS
BEEN AN IMPORTANT ISSUE FOR THE U.S. EVER SINCE THE
END OF THE KOREAN WAR.

- WE TOOK AN IMPORTANT STEP FORWARD LAST WEEK WHEN A
TEAM FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE POW/MIA OFFICE
REACHED AGREEMENT WITH THE NORTH KOREANS TO BEGIN IN
JULY THE FIRST JOINT OPERATION TO RECOVER THE REMAINS
OF A U.S. SOLDIER KILLED DURING THE WAR.

Lom <

- DOD HAS RECEIVED NUMERBDS REPORTS CONCERNING LIVE
AMERJCANS IN NORTH KOREA, AND INVBSTIGATES THESE
REPORTS WITH GREAT VIGOR. . . )

@ fES T Ly LS

- AT THIS POINT, DOD IS AWARE OF FOUR AMERICAN DEFECTORS
WHO ARE LIVING IN NORTH KOREA.

- WHILE THERE ARE NO SUBSTANTIATED REPORTS OF OTHER
AMERICANS BEING HELD AGAINST THEIR WILL, DOD CONTINUES .
TO DEVOTE THE HIGHEST PRIORITY AND RESOURCES TO ya
INVESTIGATING REPORTS OF LIVE SIGHTINGS. e

e
e

7
- FOR FURTHER INFORMATION I WOULD REFER YOU TO THE DOD
POW/MIA OFFICE. /
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. Testimony by QO
DEFENSE POW/MIA OFFICE DEPUTY DIRECTOR J. ALAN LIOTTA
Before the _
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
ASIA SUBCOMMITTEE
June 20, 1996
In about twenty days, a team of ten American Department of Defense remains recovery
experts will deploy into North Korea on the first-ever joint US-North Korean recovery operation.

This unprecedented event is the result of long years of frustrating, but ultimately successful,

negotiations with North Korea on the POW/MIA issue.

The issue of accounting for our missing servicemen from the Korean War is one that the
current Administration and the Department of Defensc take .very seriously. It is an issue for
which progress has long been overdue. Since the signing of the Armistice in 1953, the U.S.
Government has been working to bring home thousands of American servicemen who remain
unaccounted for from the Korean conflict. Despite continuous frustrations in dealing with the
North Korean Government, we never gave up hope that we would one day make serious progress
on this most important humanitariaﬁ issue. Over the last six months, a series of direct talks with
the North Koreans finally achieved the breakthrough the U.S. Government, veterans of the

Korean War, and the families of the missing have long been waiting for.

Prior to thesc direct contacts, we had conducted talks on the POW/MIA issue through the
United Nations Command (UNC) to its counterpart, the North Korean People’s Army (KPA), at

Panmunjom. These UNC-KPA talks achieved some progress with the signing of an agreement in
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1993 to regularize the remains repatriation process. This agreement facilitated the subsequent
return of over 200 remains between 1990 and 1994. Ho-wevcr-, as a result of the North Korean’s
recovery techniques, we have successﬁxlly identified onl)" six of these remains. We were
convinced that joint recovery operations were the only way to proceed if we were to have any

hope of recovering significant numbers of identifiable remains.

Despite former North Korean leader Kim Il Sung’s statement to former President Jimmy

Carter in 1994 that joint recovery operations were possible, the KPA refused over the next 18
months to discuss the issue wiﬁa. the US. During this time, the UNC continued to negotiate with
the North Koreans, pressing them to agree to joint recovery operations, but to no avail. At the

- end of last year, after careful interagency deliberation, we decided to try direct contacts with the
KPA to see if this new venue would achieve the desired results. In light of direct contacts with
North Korea associated with the Agreed Framework, direct talks no longer held the political
disadvantages they once inferred on the US alliance with South Korea. We therefore believed

the time for direct talks with North Korea on the POW/MIA issue had come.

Our first direct talks took place in Hawaii in January of this year at the U.S. Army Central
Identification Laboratory-lHawaii (CILHI). From 10-14 January, 1996, a US dclegation headed
by Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for POW/MIA Affairs James Wold met with
representatives of the KPA and North Korean Ministry of Foreign Affairs at CILHI. These talks
had three principal objectives: resolve outstanding issues involving previous repatriations, get

the DPRK to commit to joint recovery operations, and demonstrate the capabilities of CILHI to

P.83



JUN-1B8-1996 15:14 FROM DPMO TO 992024569259 P.B4

further their understanding of why were unable to identify more of the 208 remains they returned

to the US.

Although the talks at CILHI failed to achieve any agreements, we did succeed in
broadening the North Koreans’ understanding of the need for joint recovery operations. In late
March, the North Koreans signaled that they wished to meet again, and we subsequently agreed
to hold another round of talks in New York from 2-10 May 1996. At that time, we resolved the
past issues associated with the repatriated remains and agrced to a subsequent working-level
meeting in the first half of Junc 96 to begin planning joint recovery operations aimed at
implementing joint operations as carly as this year. 1 have just returned from 8 days of these
working-level talks in Nortl Korea and am pleased to report that our first joint recovery
operation will begin on July 10, 1996, at a crashsite in Unsan County in the northwestern part of
North Korea. The first operation will Jast twenty days. During our working-leve] talks, we had
the opportunity to briefly visit the general area of the site. A second joint recovery operation is
set for early September 1996, at the site Congressman Richardson and I visited over the
Memorial Day weekend. Although the working-level talks were arduous, we agreed on a myriad

of technical details necessary to achieve this Jong-awaited breakthrough.

Despite our significant progress on the remains aspect of this issue, we are not content to
accept progress on this aspect of the issue alone. A key concern remains unresolved reports of
live Americans living in North Korea. Over the years, the U. S. Government has received

reports, mostly hearsay, of live Americans in North Korea. Some of these reports allege the
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Americans are Korean War POWs, other reports describe them as defectors. Most of the reports
are linked to the appearance of these Americans in a North Korean propaganda film, “Nameless
Heroes,” or their role as language ibstructors in a military training facijlity. We do know that
there are currently four American servicemen who deserted their units in the 1960s, subsequently
defected to North Korea, and are éti]] living there. Two later defectors were reported to have
died. Because of their close similarities with individuals in_-the propaganda film, and because
some of the reports indicate the alleged POWSs appeared in the films and served as language
instructors, we suspect these individuals are the basis for at least some of these reports.
However, because we cannot absolutely rule out the possibility that these Americans account for
al} of the reports, we continue to investigate these reports to the utmost of our abilities. Through
the State Department Office of Consular Affairs, we are working to attempt to contact these

individuals.

Meanwhile, here at home, the Defense POW/MIA Office has begun the daunting task of
producing a more accurate listing of the Korean War unaccounted for. This involves reviewing
and reconciling the official Korcan War casualty list with the American Battle Monuments
Commission’s list of unaccounted for remains and the Central Identification Laboratory’s
Korean War forensic data base. Already, thousands of errors and inconsistencies have been
identified and corrected, but there remains much more to accomplish before we have the desired

goal. We hope to complete our first draft by August 1996.
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In addition to thi#, we are con@inujng our efforts to locate, review, declassify and
centralize Korean War documents from both Department of Defense and National Archives
sources. This effort is intended to provide more accurate information to the families, as well as
make the information more accessible to the public, in compliance with recent Congressional

legislation.

We arc also looking into expanding contacts with the Chinese Government on the Korean
War POW/MIA issue. Already, the Chinese are accepting specific case inquiries (we currently

are preparing five such cases), and we bope to expand this into joint archival research efforts.

Finally, with the approval of the use of DNA as a forensic tool in the identification of
remains, families can now provide reference samples though the service casualty office. Mito-
chondrial DNA testing requires a reference sample from the individual's maternal Jine, such as
the mother, brother, sister, mother’s sister or brother, or the mother’s sistcr’é children. The
service casualty office, will determine who the most eligible next of kin is and arrange for a kit

with detailed instructions to be sent to that person for a blood sample to be taken.

The Korean War is often referred to as the “forgotten War.” As I have clearly
demonstrated. that is not true today. Our commitment to account for our servicemen from this
conflict is stronger and more robust than at any time since the signing of the Armistice.
President Clinton reaffirmed this commitment in his dedication of the Korean War Veterans

Memorial in Washington, D.C. in 1994. Secretary of Defense Perry recently signed a DoD
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policy statement cstablishing the Korean War accounting effort as a DoD priority, with directions
to the individual Services to devote commensurate resources to the cffort. For my part. T can
assure you that the Defense POW/MIJA office intends to carry on its mission of accounting for
our Korean War missing. We are determined not to let the daunting challenges facing us deter
our efforts to succeed. As American military experts deploy into North Korea next month 1o
begin the first joint recovery operation, they do so in a concerted effort to remember and respect
the brave servicemen for whom they are searching and working to bring home after so many

years.

Thank You.
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DoD News Briefing

Monday, June 17, 1996 - 1:00 p.m.
Mr. Kenneth H. Bacon, ASD PA
Subject: North Korea

(Also participating is Allen Liotta, Deputy Director, Office of POW/MIA Affairs)
Mr. Bacon: Good aftcmooﬁ.

Allen Liotta is we)l known to some of you as an expert on our cfforts to follow up on
all the leads about POWs/MIAs in Korea from the Korean War. He's the Deputy Director of
the Office of POW/MIA Affairs. He has just returned from North Korea where he was
heading the team that was negotiating the details of later trips into North Korea to look for
remains of POWs/MIJAs, so he's here to talk about that. He can also take questions about the
reports that some of you wrote over the weekend on the reports that have come out, or the
unconfirmed reports that have come out about sightings of people in North Korea.

MR. LIOTTA: Good afternoon. It's good to see you all again after such a short time.

I have a brief statement I'd like to make, and then I'l] be glad to take questions from
you all.

From the 10th to the 15th of this month I Jed the delegation to Pyongyang, North
Korea for discussions with the North Koreans on joint recovery work. My delegation was a
technical working level delegation that came out of the New York agreement that was signed
on May 9th between the North Koreans and us, on doing recovery work in North Korea and
settling compensation issues over remains they had given to us in the past.

One of the significant parts of the delegation is this was the first DoD delegation to
travel to the North Korean capital since the end of the war. As a result of that, the North
Koreans treated us with a great deal of respect. We had very high level discussions in terms
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of within the military counterparts it was all working level with the exception of a dinner with
a two star general that's responsible for this issue. They wanted to make sure that we'd done
a little bit of touring in the country and saw some things that were related to the issues, so we
did take a tour of the museum for the Korecan War. It's significant, although other Americans
have been in this museum before, principally some congressmen and senators, we were taken
to more rooms than any other American group had been to in this museum. There are 80-plus
rooms in the museum. We saw about 39 of them. Not all the rooms deal with the Korean
War. A lot of them deal with the Japanese War and the stuggle against the Japanese.

We also went to the crash site, and what we did was, as the negotiations proceeded, we
agreed on two joint recovery operations. A first which will occur next month in July. It will
start on the 10th of July. It will last for 20 days. There will be ten Americans involved --
eight will be working at the site, and two Americans will remain in Pyongyang as liaison with
the foreign ministry and the defense ministry officials there. That operation will end on the
30th of July, and then we will return in September for another 20 day mission. That mission
will also include ten Americans under the same setup -- eight and two -- and will fast, as I
said, for 20 days. We haven't set a specific start date for the September mission. We'll do
that after, but the mission will occur during the month of September.

The first crash site is an F-80C aircraft, crashed in Unsar County which is in the very
northern part of the peninsula, about 18 kilometers from the Chinese border. They took us to
the crash site, to the area of the crash site, I should say. As with the Nam Po city crash site
that I briefed you about, or that you heard about after Congressman Richardson's visit, we did
not actually see wreckage on the ground, in the area. We were taken to the specific grid
coordinates that we had provided to them for this crash site. We walked the terrain, we spent
a little over an hour at the crash site walking the terrain, getting a feel for the area. But again.
this is a crash site that's over 45 years old. It's an area that was cultivated. So there was no
surface wreckage that we were able to see in the short time that we were there.

My delegation consisted of three representatives in the Central Identification
Laboratory in Hawaii, which does the actual excavation work; two representatives from my
office; and a State Department representative.,

Q: Why did you choose that site if there was no wreckage there? Why are you
interested in that site in particular?

A: We provided the North Koreans ten sites — not all crash sites. Some crash sites
and some grave sites. Of those ten, we asked them to choose two sites. We said we could go
to any of these ten sites. We think these are all good possibilities for recovery work. We
asked them to select from that. They did select two of those ten sites. This is one of those ten
sites.

Q: The F-80C carriecd how many people?

P.8S
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A: Jt's a one-seat aircraft. Jt was a one-seater, so therc's one individual involved
in this crash.

Q: The F-80C is the one you're going to in July?

A: That's correct. And then the September operation is a B-29 bomber which
crashed outside of Nam Po City. It's the area that they took Congressman Richardson too. I
was also in Congressman Richardson's delegation as the DoD representative. They took us to
that crash site during his visit.

Q: Where was that again?
A: It's in Nam Po City which is southeast of Pyongyang.

-Q: What's the name of the pilot who was in the F-807?

A: We don't release the names of the crew members that are involved for privacy
of the families. But Air Force Casualty is attempting to contact the family members involved
in these incidents.

Was this plane shot down, or...
Yes, it was. Both of these planes were shot down.

Was he a prisoner of war or was he always simply missing?
In the F-80C incident? He's always been missing. He was never a POW.

And the B-29 crew?
The B-29 crew had 13 aboard. Four parachuted out and were captured; three
were returned; one was not returned. The other nine were aboard the aircraft at impact.

>0 2O PR

Q: Did you see any wreckage at that site?

A: No, we did not. And at that site with Congressman Richardson, we were not
allowed to roam around. They basijcally took us to a spot on a road, a dirt road. We pulled
over and they said this is roughly the area where the excavation work would be done. At that
time, they had not identified that site as one of the sites we would go to. They just said this is
the kind of area we would go to of the kind of a crash site, it would be somewhere in here,
somewhere... And they pointed anywhere in these hills where we could possibly be.

The significance of the crash site visit we went to with my delegation is we were
allowed to roam around and move through the mountains and the bills and the valleys and talk
to people, probably a little less than a kilometer as we were taking pictures.

Q: ...recover remains?
A: The joint recovery work? Yes. The main reason is to recover and identify

Femains so we can return them to their families.
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Q: What happened to the one B-29 crew member who wasn't retwrned?
A We're pursuing in that case, we don't know. We have evidence that he was in
the prison camps at the time, but he was not returned to us, and we're pursuing that.

Q: You wandered around the site... This most recent visit when you wandered
around that site, did you talk to people in the arca? :

A: We did not talk to any local witnesses in the area. There was some Jocal
buildings nearby and a village not too far away. But there were no people out working in the
fields while we were walking around that we could talk to.

Q: What will the people, the surveyors, the people who go there, what will they do
if there's nothing to see? I don't understand how you can...

A: That's where, as with any crash site, getting to the crash site is half the battle;
finding something is the other half of the battle. The key will be to find, part of the key is
hopefully to find some Jocal witnesses. The North Koreans will help us identify some local
witnesses that have lived in the area for a long period of time that were there during the crash
during the war or had relatives there during the war. Oftentimes what we find in the Asian
culture, in these environments, is the crash site becomes a Jocal legacy, local lore. Everybody
knows where it is, where it went down. We find someone who can pinpoint the Jocation of
the crash site. Even if it's been cultivated on top of it, our experience in Southeast Asia has
shown that when you dig down five, six, seven feet, you can find a wealth of crash material at
that level. So our confidence is if we can find the specific site and we dig the specific site,
that we will be able to recover remains and crash site related evidence that will help us account
for the pilot.

1

Q: Did you address at any time the issue of the American defectors that are living
in North Korea? Or did you address at any time the possibility of other Americans alive,
being possibly held against their wil] there?

A I won't get into the specific official and unofficial discussions we had, but I did
raise the issue of Jive American prisoners of war with my North Korean counterparts. We had
also raised it with them in New York, at the time in New York as an area of interest that we
need o pursue, that we have some reporting that we need to get to the bottom of. They were,
as they have been in the past with U.S. congressmen and U.S. senators, who have raised this
issued, noncommittal. They've maintained that they have no Americans being detained against:
their will in North Korea.

Q: How credible is this evidence that there may be 10 to 15 Americans alive in
North Korea? .

A: We have a variety of reporting, largely hearsay reporting, about these kinds
of... About Americans. The number ranges broadly, somewhere between 10 and 15 are the
most frequent kinds of reports that we hear. That's what we're trying to determine, is exactly

P.
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how credible are these reports. If we can corroborate this information and then if we can
corroborate it, what action needs to be taken after that.

To date, we have not been able 1o corroborate any of this information. And we have
not becn able to determine with any degree of sufficiency the credibility of this information.

Q: Are you going to press on this at all? You say they're noncommittal. Is this
within the area of your agenda? Do you have any Jeverage at all? Do you intend to try?

A: Absolutely we intend to press on this, and it is specifically within niy office's
purview to follow up on this, and we absolutely intend to follow up on this with the North
Koreans.

Q: The report that we saw on Friday referred to very compelling reports. Would
you use a different adjective in describing this evidence?

A: As I've seen it, the report that you're referring to, and that's been written up in
the newspapers, I think overplayed the impact of that internal report. What that report was, it
was an internal working document that an analyst drafted to draw out some of the "what if"
scenarios, the questions about some of the reporting, to focus some attention on it, to ask the
questions that an analyst should rightfully ask about what else do we need to follow up on
here, where else do we have to go for leads? What other action should we take to try and
corroborate this information. So that report, that internal working report was designed for that
purpose, to raise those kinds of questions in our office, amongst our analysts, so that they can
put some analytic thought behind it and figure out where do we go next in an effort to try and
corroborate some of this information.

Q: It does say DPMO concludes that there are these two different groups. I mean
does DPMO conclude that or not? That's what the report says.

A: No. That is not an official conclusion of the organjzation. It's an internal
document that the analyst had written to try and put his thoughts down.

Q: Did he misrepresent what the facts are then?

A: No, I don't think he misrepresented an organizational conclusion. He considers
himself part of the organization. I think it was just a mixed pronoun. in terms of {views].
He's citing the organization when he's citing his own personal views. But because he
considers himself part of the organization, he used the organization rather than himself...
When an analyst typically writes, they don't write "this analyst thinks this or that.” Not
necessarily.

Q: It' also represented in the report a variety of additional citing reports have been
received culminating in a recent flurry, the last 60.days, of very compelling reports. What
very compelling reports did you receive earlier this year?
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A: We did not receive a series of very compelling reports this year. Part of that
was, the analyst had an opportunity to meet with some of the North Korean defectors, so he
had talked with those defectors. We'd gotten more robust or fulsome briefings from them than
had been previously reporied. But none of the information they provided to us was
information that you could characterize as a smoking gun, or information that definitively
corroborated any previous information.

Q: Those are the very compelling reports he's referring to?
A: I'm not sure what he was referring to in terms of very compelling. I'm not sure
exactly what he's referring to.

Q: Do you know why this was prepared, this document?

A As ] said, this is an internal document that our analysts frequently will do as an
analytic exercise to determine how are we doing, how are we looking at this information,
where do we need to go next for additional information, what are the next things we can do,
helps crystallize analytic thought about some of the information that we do get. Very rarely in
the analytic world do you make a single decision based on a single piece of evidence. You get
a pattern of evidence and you look at that pattern. So it's very common for analysts to step
back at a point in time to take a Jook at all the information they've gotten thus far and
determine if there's any clear patterns emerging, and then where do you go next.

Q: When you raised this issue when you were in Pyongyang and you got the
noncommittal response, did you press at al]? Did you ask to be taken out to these sites to visit
them?

A: To visit with the POWs? I mean to visit with... No, they d1d not. They
steadfastly maintain that there are none. ;

Q: I don't mean to quibble here, but you said they said to you no Americans are
being held against their will, right?
A: Right.

Q: Did you at all think about following up to ask, can I just go talk to the
Americans, even if they're not being held against their will?

A: We have asked to talk to the American defectors from the 1960s, and it's being
treated as a consular issue, to try and gain access to them so that we can perhaps facilitate
contact with their families. And because it's being treated as a consular issue, it's being
handled by the Department of State, not by DoD. But that request has been made of the North
Koreans.

Q: I thought you said the analyst who wrote this report was able to talk to some of
these defectors. Did I misunderstand?

P.
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A: He was able to talk to defectors who have come out of North Korea. Korean
defectors, not American defectors. Perhaps that's a misunderstanding.

Q: Also that report, wasn't it used as the basis for a briefing of the Joint Staff as
well as OSD? In other words, this wasn't just an internal working document that stayed inside
your office.

A: There are analysts not just within OSD and the DPMO and the POW/MIJA
office. There are analysts throughout the Defense Department establishment. As I said, the
report is designed to stimulate thought, and energize some people to say are we getting all the
information? Is there other information? How else do we corroborate this information? So
there's going to be a natural dialogue amongst analysts that focus on the issue. Specifically on
POW/MIA, but also in the broader context of Korea as we try to analyze the information to
put in context with other information that exists on Korea.

Q: So the answer is yes, it was used as a briefing for the Joint Staff?
A: I don't believe it was used as a briefing, but there was dialogue with other
analysts, yes.

Q: On which sites you're going to search, why did you leave it up to the Koreans
when you could have searched sites, possibly mass grave sites and other things? Why do you
search a site here, an F-80C where one American was down, when. you could have pressed to
g0 to grave sites where possibly dozens of Americans... Why did you Jeave it up to them?

A: That's a good question. There are two reasons, actually. We carefully selected
the sites that we did posit to them. We left it up to them to demonstrate to them that our
objective here is a purely humanitarian objective. There's no other agenda involved with what
we're trying to accomplish. We felt that by giving them a variety of sites that they could
choose from, it would be one way to demonstrate to them that that is, indeed, our objective.

From our perspective, the sites that we proposed to them all had several things in
common. One, they were not near any military installations or sensitive installations. Two,
they were not near any major industrial facilities or large cities that would involve maybe
baving to tear down houses or redirecting roads, things that would complicate their approval
process. Also, we gave them a mixture of crash sites and grave sites, but to be guite honest
with you, we have more experience dealing in crash sites than we do in mass grave sites, and
our objective is to make identification. Not just to recover remains, but to identify those
remains so that we can return them to the families. In a crash site investigation you can go
and do your excavation, not recover remains from the crash site, but recover sufficient
evidence from the crash sijte that shows that the pilot was in the aircraft at the time of the
crash, perished in the crash, and therefore, you can provide closure to the family by being able
to definitively state to them that their loved one died in the incident and we know what
bappened to them, even in the absence of being able to recover remains that we can turn over
to the family.

P.
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Q: How many Americans are still listed as missing, and how many of these cases
realistically could you expect to get closure on over the coming years? -

A: There are currently over 8100 Americans listed as unaccounted for from the
Korean War. I stated at the last press conference that I gave after the New York agreement,
we would hope, our expectation is that we could recover perhaps about half of those, 3,000 to
4,000. But that estimation really is going to be geared by our experience on the ground. If
we get to some of these crash sites and we discover that the 45 plus years is making it very
difficult to retrieve crash site evidence or remains, that number could drop rapidly. The same
once we get into mass grave sites. If we find that we're not having any Juck within the mass
grave sites, the number would drop even faster.

Q: As you moved around in North Korea, your movement was limited. We hear
reports, of course, that people are starving and everything else. Can you give us your general
impressions of what you saw in the countryside and the people in the city of Pyongyang? How
does it look now?

A: Sure. These are my general observations. I wasn't there looking at the food
situation, doing any sort of assessment. The World Food Program and others are there doing
that. But I can tell you that in the drive from Pyongyang out to the crash site, which is about
a four and a half hour drive, we did go through a number of villages and small towns. The
corn cribs were empty, grain silos were empty. The crops that we saw, ] would characterize
as stunted or underdeveloped. We saw a lot of flood damage. Almost all the bridges on the
roads which we traveled were washed out and we did a lot of having to drive the cars through
the rivers themselves. On the fields that you can see from the roads, you can see a lot of silt
and other leftover damage from the floods. I'm not a farmer so I can't say the effect that
would be on there. But what struck me was corn, which I would expect this time of season to
be knee high or better, was ankle high.

Q: Back to the analyst's report for just one question. Could you give us an
example of the sort of evidence you're talking about which the author found compelling or
riveting or whatever, and which you were saying is very tentative and not hard and so on?

A: ] don't want to be trying to juxtapose against the author's view. IHis intent was
to generate some thought and stimulation within the analytic community or our office, and
that's what he's done, and that's what his report is designed to do. That's what we pay him (o
do. But the kind of reporting that he gets is frequently there's an individual who sees some
caucasians or caucasian looking people, doesn't have an opportunity to talk with them so he
asks another person, do you know who those people are? Do you know why they're here?
The other person says I've heard they're Americans. The other key for us is, there seems to
be some loose interchangeability between the words defectors, deserters, and POWs. And we
don't know whether there is a loose interchangeability in how they use it, whether it's simply
a status symbol, or whether they attach significant distinction to those words, as we attach
significant distinction to the words.
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Q: ...on that level you're talking about.
A That's correct.

Q: You and your office, just so we put this in clear context, you and your office
have reason to believe that there are whatever number, 10 to 15, whatever number, that there
are Americans still in North Korea, either defectors, there against their will, prisoners of war.

In other words, aside from the report we just talked about, as you move through your daily
work and your investigation, you have reason. to believe that there are people still there. You
talked about over 8,000 missing, unaccounted for. A specific pumber if you can.

A: We know that there are Americans living in North Korea, because we know of
the defectors from the 1960s. That's one of the complicating factors. When you get reports
about this, we don't know if these reports are referring to Americans whom we know are
there, or if they're referring 10 someone else. That's why we have to go through this
corroborative process to try and determine the voracity of the reporting which we get.

We proceed on the assumption when we get these reports, every report needs to be
investigated. We need to make a detcrmination about these reports, we need to corroborate
the information about the reports, and we proceed along that basis. We don't rule any report
out simply because they say it's not possible that someone could have survived 40-plus years
in captivity since the end of the war. We do not dismiss a report on that basis. We investigate
every report, try and make an analytic determination on the voracity and the credibility of the
information that's there, and based on the analytic conclusion that's reached at that point,
additional steps could be taken.

Q: What have you found so far? What are your conclusions? If you've
investigated all these reports, and we assume you've investigated many, many...
A: Yes. The conclusions are we have no conclusive proof that there are Americans

being held against their will in North Korea.

Q: What's your opinion on that? Do you think it's possible?

A: My personal opinion is guided by what I see in my professional capacities. I
have no information that shows to me or indicates to me definitively that there are Americans
living against their will, being detained against their will in North Korea.

Q: What's in it for the North Koreans? Why now? What's the significance of
being the first military delegation to visit since the end of the war?

A: I believe that they have made the internal political decision to cooperate with us
on this bumanitarian issue. I think the reason is because part of the agreed framework which
dictates the development of bilateral relations between our two countries, clearly says that one
of the five areas they have to cooperate on is POW/MIA. They know it's extremely important
to the United States Congress. Congressman Richardson's raised it with them, as has Senator
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Smith and several others during trips there. When they have had delegations here that have
been to Capitol Hill they've heard the same story. The United States has made it very clear to
them across the board that this is an issue of prime importance for the American people and
for the families and the veterans and we intend to pursue it. I believe they have made the
determination if they have any hope of trying to improve relations with us, this is one of the
arcas they must do that with. That's why in the New York agreement it says, and we state in
the press release here, this represents another positive step to the contribution of the overall
improvement in relations.

Q: Did you make any payments during your trip at all? Pay for anything?
A: Other than the hotel, the food, things like that, and souvenirs. But we didn't
make any payments to them for anything.

Q: What's the compensation to the... What kind of financial compensation is there
from the United States to North Korea in return for this cooperation?

A: One of the agreements was that the United States will bring in all the equipment
which we're going to use. We're not going to, as we do in Southeast Asia or other places,
Brazil and other places we've done operations, oftentimes we lease local equipment, minimize
the logistics of what we have to bring with us, but under this agreement, we will bring in
everything with us to use for the equipment.

Q: And Jeave it there when you leave?
A: We will leave it there between the operations, but it will return... It will
remain U.S. Government property and it will return at the end of the second joint operation.

Q:  What do you estimate this first operation will cost? This 20 day operation?
A: ] don't know. The Central Identification Laboratory in Hawaii is the
organization that runs these operations. I don't know what it would cost us.

Q: You mentioned earlier that the U.S. Government wants to talk to these
deserters, American deserters who are there. Have the North Koreans indicated they would
allow you to do that? Allow the State Department to do that?

A: They have not yet.

They have not said either way?
They have not responded to the State Department request.

Have they acknowledged that these deserters exist?
To my knowledge, they have not yet acknowledged that they exist.
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Q: If there's any sort of evidence that Americans are being held against their will
in North Korea, is this the moment to go ahead with these other forms of cooperation with
them?

A: I think that's a hypothetical question that I really can't tackle. We have to make
that determination first, based on the evidence that we have.

Q: I see the family groups this morning said this is not the moment to go forward
with the search for remains if there's any question about Americans still being alive in North
Korea and held against their will.

A: I would argue that when you have a society as closed and isolated as North
Korea, you have to seize upon any opportunity you can to make inroads into that country. If
you hope to get additional information, if you hope to get answers to some of the more
difficult questions, you pursue whatever avenues are open to you. We have a unique
opportunity right now for U.S. servicemen to go into a country that technically we're stil] at
war with, to begin these kinds of operations, and to recover the remains of fallen comrades
and return them to their families, as well as to eventually gain access to archival information
and other kinds of records that the North Koreans have that can help us in this process, and as
we do that and as we gain additional information, it allows us to target and ask more specific
questions and get other information and rejate it to other questions.

Q: Did you see things in the museum that would Jead you to believe there's
information there of an archival nature of some other kind that would be helpful?

A: Yes, we did. We saw, for example, a shoot-down record, and I made a point,
it was in a display of anti-aircraft, a brigade hailing one of their anti-aircraft brigades. I made
a point of pointing to that shoot-down record and saying these are the kinds of records which
can be very helpful to us when we take your information and combine it with our information
and synthesize it, it gives us more specific information about the incident, tells us about
witnesses that were involved in the shoot-down that might have additional corroborating
information. So I pointed that out to them and said this is why we need to begin the process of
doing archival work as wel] as field work. They understood that process.

Q: Like a diary sort of thing?

A: No, it's generally a shoot-down record kept by an operational unit that says this
unit shot down an American plane at this time at this place. Whether they witnessed anybody
parachuting out of the aircraft, if anybody was captured, that kind of information.

Q: Are you briefing South Korea at all on your findings? Are any members from
South Korea a part of your team?

A: There were no South Koreans on my team, but we work very closely with our
allies. We talked with them before we went in about the specific things which we would be
discussing. After we came out we talked with the South Koreans and gave them a full read on
what we discussed.

11
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Q: I'm not sure if ] got an answer to my carlier question about whether there's any
financial compensation. You talked about equipment, but is the United States making any
direct payments to North Korea in return for this cooperation?

A: I won't get into the specifics that we negotiated and talked about, but we are
treating this as we do our other operations around the world. So what we do will be consistent
with those operations in terms of compensation for fields which are destroyed, the process of
the excavating work if we have to tear up a farmer's rice field, things Jike that, then we will
compensate for those.

Q: Are we going to pay for remains?
A: No, we are not going to pay for remains.

Press: Thank you.

- END -

12
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

2400 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301-2400

INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY AFFAIRS In reply refer to:

I-96/22314

MEMORANDUM FOR DIRECTORATE OF CONTRACTING
U.5. ARMY SUPPORT COMMAND, HAWAII
FT. SHAFTER, HI 96858-5025

SUBJECT: Exception to Policy for Provision of Subsistence
Rations to North Korean Workers in Support of Joint
Recovery Operations

The U.S. Army Central Identification Laboratory, Hawaii
(CILHI) will conduct two joint recovery operations this year in
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea. In light of the
critical food shortage in that country, it is reasonable that
CILHI should provide subsistence rations to workers in direct
support of these operations. An exception to policy is hereby
authorized with respect to these first two joint recovery
operations. This exception to policy will be reviewed after
completion of the first two operations. OSD point of contact for
this action is LTC Wisda, Defense POW/MIA Office, (703)602-2102
ext 157.

Franklin D. Kramerxr
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

2400 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301-2400

INTENATIONAL In reply refer to:
SECURITY AFFAIRS 1-96/22314

MEMORANDUM FOR ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, INTERNATIONAL
SECURITY AFFAIRS

FROM: Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense (POW/MIA Affairs)
Prepared by: LTC Martin J. Wisda, DPMO/PP, 602-2102 x157

SUBJECT: Reguest for Exception to Policy-Provision of
Subsistence Rations to North Korean Workers Supporting Joint
Recovery Operations in North Korea ACTION MEMORANDUM

PURPOSE: To request exception to policy for provision of
subsistence rations to North Korean Workers in support of joint
recovery operations in North Korea.

DISCUSSION: It is normal practice for the U.5. Army Central
Identification Laboratory to contract for local labor from the
host nation in support of remains recovery operations in that
country. Provision of subsistence rations for these laborers is
not authorized under normal conditions.

The DoD working-level team coordinated with North Korea for
up to sixty Korean Peoples Army soldiers to support on-site joint
recovery operations in July and in September. It was also agreed
that the U.S. would provide subsistence rations to these workers
in light of the current critical food shortage in North Korea.
CILHI will require an exception to policy for the provision of
subsistence rations to other than U.3. personnel. The attached
memorandum to the Directorate of Contracting, U.S. Army Support
Command, Hawaii, authorizes this action.

DPMO will review this exception to policy once the first two
joint recovery operations take place and the food situation in
North Korea either improves or worsens.

RECOMMENDATION: That ASD/ISA sign the attached memorandum
authorizing the exception to policy, to be reviewed after the
first two joint recovery operations take place this year.

COORDINATION: OSD GC _ , State , NSC , ARMY
DECISION:

APPROVED

DISAPPROVED

&
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Kristoff, Sandra J. ‘) (OVJ
From: Hall, Wilma G.
To: Kristoff, Sandra J.
Cc: /N, NonRecord at A1; @NSA - Natl Security Advisor
Subject: RE: North Korea MIA Jt. Recovery Ops [UNCLASSIFIED]
Date: Tuesday, June 25, 1996 2:39PM

Mr. Lake has read your E-mail and initialled "Yes, approve policy exception”
From: Kristoff, Sandra J.

To: Bass, Peter E.; @NSA - Natl Security Advisor

CC: /N, NonRecord at A1

Subject: North Korea MIA Jt. Recovery Ops [UNCLASSIFIED]

Date: Tuesday, June 25, 1996 12:33 PM

Please pass to Lake -- guidance needed TODAY.

Note to Lake from Kristoff

RE: Exception to Policy on Food Rations during MIA Recovery Ops

Under USG policy we contract for local labor in support of remains recovery operations, but we are not
authorized to provide subsistence rations for those workers under normal conditions.

DOD would like an exception to this policy for the North Korean recovery operations in July and September.

This would allow us to give subsistence rations to the up to 60 NK soldiers that will be providing support
to the U.S. team.

Recommend we concur in this policy exception. It would be difficult at best to have the U.S. team be fed
while the NK soldiers who are supporting the effort stand by and watch. Believe provision of food would
enhance cooperation in the future on MIA accounting. Also in line with the humanitarian aspects of MIA

issue.

Yes, approve policy exception

No, maintain current policy of no food provisions

Page 1
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House Committee on National Security
Sub-committee on Military Personnel 0'\}

June 20, 1996 W

THE RETURN OF REMAINS AND POW/MIA ISSUES WITH NORTH KOREAY§RDLA¢yﬂ

Testimony of David G. Brown
Director, Office of Korean Affairs
Department of State

Mr. Chairman,

It is my pleasure to represent the State Department

before this committee.

The return of the remains of US servicemen and an
accounting for those missing have been important issues for
the US since the end of the Korean War. We have been in
active contact with the Democratic People's Republic of Korea
(DPRK) on the remains issue since 1985. A number of channels
have been used to achieve progress on this issue, including
the Military Armistice Commission, meetings between US and
DPRK Embassies in Beijing, our New York channel via the DPRK
UN Mission, and direct negotiations, most recently between US
delegations led by the Defense POW/MIA Office (DPMO) and
North Korean delegations led by the Foreign Ministry and

including representatives of the Korean People's Army (KPA).

A number of Congressmen have also played important roles

over the last decade, including Congressman Sonny Montgomery
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and Senators Bob Smith and Frank Murkowski. Mr. Chairman,
your own comments in hearings last November helped underline
the importance of this issue. Most recently, Congressman
Bill Richardson visited Pyongyang to convey the importance of

North Korean cooperation on the return of remains.

State and DOD have cooperated in various ways to
accomplish the US goal of bringing fallen Americans home
through the institution of joint recovery operations. Over
the last several months, the State Department has assisted
DOD by serving as a channel of communications with the North,
by despatching personnel to assist DPMO's negotiators and by
providing advice on the political context within which the

remains negotiations have taken place.

What is the political context for these activities? The
US-DPRK Agreed Framework of October, 1994 made clear to North
Korea that the implementation of the nuclear agreement and
progress on other issues of concern to the United States
would be needed in order for North Korea's relations with the
US to improve. 1In addition to the nuclear issue, we have
made clear to the North Koreans our concerns about a number
of other issues. These include: missile proliferation, DPRK
support for terrorism, North-South dialogue, the reduction of
conventional military threats, and -- prominently -- the
return of the remains of American servicemen who died in

North Korea during the Korean War.
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We have made clear to the North Koreans that more normal
relations wWill only be possible if we are able to make
progress on these issues of concern to the US. We have
stressed the importance of resolving the important

humanitarian issue of repatriating remains.

Our South Korean allies have fully understood our efforts
to deal with North Korea on the remains issue, recognizing
the importance of this humanitarian issue to the US. We

appreciate the understanding and support they have shown.

Under DPMO's skillfdl leadership, our consistent
approaches tc the North Koreans have produced some
significant and welcome progress. As Mr. Liotta has
indicated in his testimony, detailed negotiations with North
Korea over the past five months produced agreement last week
in Pyongyang to conduct the first joint recovery operations
in North Korea beginning next month. DPRK agreement to joint

recovery operations is a major step forward.

These neqotiations have taken place against the backdrop
of forty years of post-Korean War hostility between the US
and North Korea. North Korea is perhaps the most closed
society in the world. The Korean Peoples Army, the
organization with which DPMO reached agreement last week and

with which DPMO will be working to conduct the joint recovery
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operations, has been one of the most impenetrable elements in
North Korea. In this context, our agreement to conduct joint
recovery operations with the KPA in North Korea is truly a
major accomplishment. And one on which we must build with

continued firmness and patience.

Apart from the return of remains there is the related and
important question of whether there are Americans POWs or
MIAs still alive in North Korea. The State Department fully
supports DOD's efforts to check all reports alleging that
there may be Americans held against their will in North
Korea. While there have been reports of live American POWs,
thus far, the USG has been unable to substantiate that any

Americans are being held in North Korea against their will.

The agreement to conduct joint recovery operations
reflects the success we have had in persuading North Korea of
the importance of these humanitarian issues and in building a
basis for constructive work with North Korea. This Dbodes
well for our ability to make progress on the repatriation of |
remains and to resolve the fate of the American soldiers
still listed as missing in action from the Korean War. We
will continue to encourage North Korean cooperation, making
clear that concrete accomplishments are needed in this and

other areas in order for our bilateral relations to improve.

Thank you.
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REMA.INS RECOVERED IN NORTH KOREA

The Department of Defense announced today that skeletal remains believed 1o be those of ;
an American soldier lost during the Korean War have been recovered in North Korea. The
remains were excavated earlier this week by a UJ. S.- North Korean team which has been _
conducting a Jomt excavation abont 100 kilometers north of Pyongyang since July 10. ;

l

I

l

Tbe U. S. team from the U S Amny Central Identification Laboratory, Hawaii (CILHI), |

.bad been conducting an investigation near the suspected site of the crasb of an Air Force F-80. 1.
- During ipterviews with Jocal villagers and officials, the U. S. tcam learned of another site where /||
i

.+ it was belicved an American might be buried. The remains were excavated, alopg with other

~evidence which suggests the site was a foxhole burjal. There was no name-specific information *
found at ths site.

k-

The remains are scheduled to be returned to American control in 2 repatriation ceremony '
on Monday at Penmunjom. They will be taken to the CILHI where forensic processes will seek
to cstablish the identification of the American. |

In an agreement signed by the U. S, and North Korea in May, both sides agreed that
another joint recovery operation will be conducted in September.. !
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2400 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301-2400

In reply refer to:
I-96/22392

Korean People’s Army
ATTN: COL Pak Rim Su
Panmunjom Mission

Dear Colon

Thank
Since he i
Your lette
stages of
already ma
and we hav
Nations de
in Pyongya
the first,
status of

1 Pak:

you for your August 18, 1996, letter to Mr. Liotta.
on leave, I would like to respond on his behalf.
comes at an opportune time, since we are in the final
reparation for the second operation. Preparations are
e to pick up the second recovery team’s China visas
delivered a letter to your Mission at the United
ailing the team members and their scheduled arrivals
g. We are optimistic that this second operation, 1like
will provide evidence allowing us to resolve the
ore of our missing sexrvicemen.

The first operation has garnered very positive responses

from the n
especially

tional leadership, the Congress, the U.S. media, and
the families of those missing from the Korean War.

We hope that we can build upon the success of the first operation

with succe
recogni.ze

country to
The United
meeting in
are confid

We ar
and there
proceed.
time to ti
the satisf
operation
a POW/MIA
and the De

From
CONCerns o
find this
which stat
all compen

s in the second operation this September. We

hat a weighty national decision was made in your
proceed with these humanitarian recovery operations.
States appreciates the decision made at the June 1996
Pyongyang to allow two joint operations initially. We
nt that this commitment will be honored.

only at the initial stages of these joint operations,
111 be much we can learn from each other as we
e recognize that concerns and issues will arise from
e. It is our hope that we can resolve these issues o
ction of both parties. We plan to conduct the second
o establish a firm foundation upon which we can build
umanitarian program benefiting both the United States
ocratic People’s Republic of Korea.

our letter, we recognize that you have specific

er compensation from the first recovery operation. We
uzzling since your representative signed a receipt

d that the funds given to the representative resoclved
ation issues for the first recovery operation.

&
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consider the matter of compensation for the first
oncluded, it will be possible during the operation in
o discuss compensation based on additional activities
provided by your countrymen and military personnel.
ved compensation issues can be discussed further at a
early December meeting where we can discuss the
rehensively. At such a meeting discussions can also
cerning the lessons learned from the first two

and a possible agreement on further operations in

ok forward to continued successes in these operations.

Sincerely,

Joe B. Harvey
Chief of Staff
Defense POW/MIA Office

P.a3
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U3/19/96

g A;Fm Flota:
Deputy Directer

18:56] aLuzearans KUKEAN AFFALRS

POW/MIA Office
Defense Department
United States of Americzs

¥ashington, D.C,
]| acknowledge ny receipt of your letter dated August §,
I indicated in ay [otter ‘doted July 26, we -aro nos: poricucly
reviawing whaethor wme will continue the second round of the joint

recovery coperations schedyled for Septegber,

is quite beyond imagination that the sarvieemen from the
hastile country cowe to our country under the present circumetances
where the armed forces of both sides are sharply

ted with each other,
wever, %e madc our weighty decigion to proceed to the joint
operations of the U S remainz with i{ntent .to promote the

recov

confidence between the DPRK and the Unitaed States

and, your eide recegnices, wo provided nll our posa2ible cooporation
for the success of the first rourd of the joint recovery- operations,

ur side hags compitted itself to take its humanitarian steps to
supp the flood relief operations in the DPRK in response ta the
Joint reccvery operstiions.

u will ba well oware of such commitacnte,cince you vis{ted our
country together with the US Congressman Mr, Rlchardson,

. he U.8. side, however. bas still neither taken any humanitarian
steps.| nor made appropriate coppensation for the first round of the
Jjoint recovery operations, far frow its
olready-mode promics,

are vory such displeased with this,

th sides agreed to conduct the second round of the Joint
rncoery operations after the concjugion of the first round of the
Joint racovary operations. However, the problams arieen in
the firct operation have not been yot fully settled and no
consultations necessary for the preparations of the second operation
have been made.

P.o4
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Under such- circumstances, it i{s complaetely fllogical to gention
about | tha beginning of the secand operatiop without proper

congideration,
t is from your side understanding of such remlistic reguirement

thet your side propesed to hold consultations on the coppensatrion for -

the firgt operation and on the secand

operation arocund August 20, and we agreed to your proposal.

could not bul Lu surprised that you did net montion any of the
sbove |matters in your Auguet B latter.

rough this. we have keenly felt that it was all right for us to
whether we would continueé the joint recovery operations in

f yuw »lde hopes the esuccesses of the agacond opération, §t
teke the alresdy-agreed humenitarien steps, before anything

operafian.
expect you vwill exert your sincere efforts se thnt our joint

operaliong shich ¥as started through many difficulties should not be
ended| ¥ith its one round of the joint operations,

Bipcarely yours,

Col. Pak Rin Su

Doputy Ropresentative
Panmunjem Mission of the
‘Korean Peopla’s Aroy
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INFO PAPER
THE LJST OF 389

1. On 9 Sep 53, following the exchange of POWs (*“Operation Big Switch,” completed 6 Sep 53), the UNC
provided the Communists a list of 3,404 unaccounted-for UN personnel, including 944 US, 2,410 ROK, and 50
from other nations. As information was received on individuals on the list (e.g., remains returned in “Operation
Glory”, etc.), names were removed from the list and an updated version passed to the Communists. By 1] Aug 64,
the list was down (o 2,233 UN personnel, including 389 US. This is the current “List of 389.” The list should be
described as the “List of 388", sincc the remains of one person on the list (Kanji Yoshida) have been retumed and
identified by CILHI.

2. The UNC'’s description of the original list was as follows: “This complete tabulation of names of individuals
together with their nationalities and service numbers contains the names of men who we know you held. The list
contains only the names of people who:

1) Spoke or were referred to in broadcasts from your radio stations.

2) Were listed by you as being your captives.

3) Wrote Jetters from your camps.

4) Were seen in your prisons.”
Analysis of the names on the list indicates this description was incorrect. The original list contains many names of
individuals never reported by any source to have been alive in enemy hands. Paul Cole states “What is indisputable
is the fact that many of the names on the original UNC list were men who had never been held alive in enemy
hands. ...” (Cole, Vol. ], p. 225)

3. A 10 Mar 54 letter from the White House to a family member states, in reference to the original list of 944. “In
many cases, we already had received information from the repatriates which established that these persons had died
while in captivity ... In other cases the repatriates informed us that they had been told by their captors or other
prisoners ... that certain persons were known to have perished in the crash of their planes. Others were included
because, while no information was available about them, members of their crews were repatriated or were reported
as believed to be in custody of the enemy ... In several instances ... we Jearned that the emergency of the crash was
50 severe and so sudden that no other persons were believed to have been able to survive.”

4. The House Subcommitice on the Far East and the Pacific of the Committee on Foreign Affairs held a hearing on
27 May 57 on “Return of American Prisoners of War Who Have not Been Accounted for by the Communists.”
Stephen S. Jackson, DASD (Manpower, Personnel, and Reserve) made the following statement in his testimony:
“... [O]fficials of the U.N. Command handed the Communist side a list of 3,404 names of missing U.N. Commend
personnel including the names of 944 United States servicemen of whom we had reason to believe the Communists
should have some knowledge. At the outset | should like to make it clear that in placing this demand for an
accounting on the Communists, the U.N. Command did not intend to imply that we were charging the Communists
with holding this large group of Americans alive and against their will. Rather, under the terms of the anmistice
agreement we were demanding an accounting for missing U.N. Command personnel of whom we had reason to
believe the Communists should have some knowledge of their whereabouts if alive, or the circumstances of their
death and the Jocation of their remains, if deceased.”

5. Recent DPMO analysis of the 389 list indicates that for only 235 of the names on the list is there any evidence
(no matcer how skeichy or uncorroborated) that the individual was either alive or dead in enemy hands. There is no
such cvidence for the other 153 names on the list.
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REMARKS FOR DASD(POW/MIA AFFAIRS) JAMES WOLD
SUBJECT: KOREAN WAR/CORSO TESTIMONY

QUESTION: In his testimony before the Senate Select Committee on POW/MIJAs in November
1992, Retired LTC Philip Corso alleged that hundreds of American POWs or MIAS from the
Korean War were transferred to the former Soviet Union. He added that this was known by the
Eisenhower Administration which accepted Corso’s recommendation to “write the captives off
a” as MJAs” because there was nothing that could be realistically done to recover them, and to
spare the families of the servicemen in question. Mr. Corso bases his testimony on reports from
captured Chinese POWs and from a defector from the former Soviet Union.

ANSWER: For over four ycars now, the 1UJS-Russia Joint Commission on POW/MIAs has been
investigating the issue of Soviet involvement in the transfer of American POW/MIAs out of the
Korean theater. Although we still lack conclusive proof of the actual transfer of Americans, we
have accumulated a significant body of circumstantial evidence that supports the allegations.
Outside of the Commission’s cfforts, the Defense POW/MIA office has been searching archives
across the nation for such reports as have been referred to by Mr. Corso (we have been aware of
his assertions since early 1992). Although we have yet to Jocate these reports, we have Jearned
that the historical record of the period concerning POW/MIAs was less than accurate. It also
appears that much of what Mr. Corso asserts is based on those inaccuracics.

For instance, in conjunction with the signing of the Armistice in July 1953, the United
Nations Command submitted a list of servicemen, including 944 Americans (actually 948) who
were reportedl]y believed to be still under Communist control. However, our recent research
indicates that this suspicion was not based on reliable evidence; in many cases, there was no
evidence of capture. The US military’s own efforts reduced the 944 list to some 450 men within
the first year, and subsequently, the Jist was revised down to 388. In an effort to produce a more
accurate listing of potential “discrepancy™ cases, our analysts have analyzed the remaining 388
cases and have determined that in a third of these cases, there is no evidence whatsoever that the
Communists had the individuals under their control, at anytime. We are using the other cases for
which there is some evidence as a bascline to expand as we come closer to realizing our cffort to
produce a more accurate listing of unaccounted for from the Korean War (PMKOR).

Also, typical of the frustrations we consistently encounter, Corso’s defector has only
provided hearsay evidence, not direct evidence, of a Soviet transfer program. But we continue 10
look wherever there may be a possible source of information regarding this issue, and we do not
discount Mr. Corso’s testimony. Rather, we have incorporated it into our growing body of
knowledge upon which we hiopc to be able to act more conclusively as the evidence develops.

P.85
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pushing the three sides to allow more than 1 mil-
lion refugeces to return to their homes and ag-
gressively protecting human rights and private
property. )

Instead, they have chosen 1o grant ultzanation-
alist Serbs and Croats as much separatism as pos-
sible as long as they maintain the veneer of 2 umt-
ed Bosnian state.

The preliminary election results also under-
lined a comunon view in Bosnia that the U.S. diplo-
matic and military engagement in this country is
juet beginning, not coming to an end.

Senior West Furopean diplomats said today
that Car] Bildt, the top international diplomat in
Bosnia and a former prime minister of Sweden, is
recommending that a brigade of 3,000 to 5,000
U.S. troops remain in Bosnia for as long 25 two
years.

There are currently nearly 20,000 U.S. troops
in Bosnia s part of the 53,000-member NATO-
led force, When President Clinton announced the
U.S. deployment to Bosnia last year, he promised
Congress that the troops would be home by lste
December.

In an indication of bow much fear of ethnic vio-
Jence remains in this country even with NATO
combat Lroops present to keep the peace, U.N. of-
ficiala announced that far fewer Bosnians ven-
tured across ethnic djvides to vote than had been
previously reported,

U.N. spokesman Alexander Ivanko said only
13,500 Muslims and Croats out of B pool of
150,000 people voted Saturday in .or near the
Serb-held towns or villages from which they had
been driven during the 3V/z-year war.

Under the terms of the Dayton accord. the
elections are supposed to prepare for the forma-
tion of institutions that are to bind
Bosnia back together.

The vote will estsblish the three-
member presidency, a national par-
liament with 14 representatives
from each ethnic group, and sepa-
rate sssemblies for the Muslim-

Croat federatiom and the Serb terri-
tory, known as the Serb Republic.

Results in the vating for these
bodies will be released later this
week. According to the Dayton ac-
cord, they must meet within one
month.

The accord mandated that only
Muslims vating in the Muslim-Croat
federation could pick the Muslim
presidential candidate; nnly Croats
voting in the Musglim-Cront federa-
lion could chnose the Croat casdi-
date, and only Serbs voting in the
Serb Republic could vate for the
Serh candidate.

Bosnia stll must have onn mbre
set of elections—an important vote
for the contral of its 109 municipali-
ties. That vote, which was also sup-
posed 1o occur Saturday, was post-
poned by the OSCE because of

massive voter registration {raud by
the Serbs, .
Ed van Thijn, the top Westgm
election monttor, said he doubts that
the municipal vote can be held-by

mid-November—a date- that has
been urged by U.S. officials eagerto
end the American engagement:in
Boania—because sll of Bosnia’s vot-
&rs must be re-zgistered. ..

REW YORK TIMES

U.S., in 50’s, Knew -

North Korea Held .

AmericanP.O.W.’

o
By PHIL)P SHENON o,

WASHINGTON, SepL 16 — Newly
declassified documents show thht
the United States knew Immediately
after the Korean War that Nosrth
Koren had falled to turn over hun!
dreds of American prisoners knowrl
1o be nlive at the end of the war,
adding W growing speculation that
American prisoners might still be
alive and in custody there.

The documents, obtained from lhe
Dwight D. Eisephower Presidential
Library and other Government de-
positories by a Congressional com-
mittee, show that the Pentagon knew
In December 1953 that more than 800
American troops were alive at tpe
end of the war bul were never re:
leased by the North Koreans, ,"

The documents may only deepen
the mystery over the fate of Ameri-
cans still considered missing fmm
the Korean War. [n June a Defense
Depactrment intelligence analyst tes-
tifted that on the basis of "a recent
flurry” of “very compelling re-
ports,” he believed thal as many as
15 Americans were still being held
prisoner in North Korea.

While not dismissing the analyst’s
report cntirely, the Defense Depart-
ment has said it has no clear evi-
dence that any Americans are belag
held against their will in North Ko-
res, although it has pledged to con-
tinue to Investigate accoonts of de-
fectors and others who say they have
seen American prisoners there.

The North Korean Govemment
has said {t is not holding any Ameri-
cans. A handful of American defec-
tors are known Lo live in Pyongyang,
the North Karean capltal, and some
are belleved to have appeared In
North Korean propaganda films.

The documents were obtained by
the House National Security subcom-
mittee on military personnel. Con-
gressional investigators satd much
of the informastion was confirmad by
& former military aide to President
Eisenhower, Col. Phillip Corso.

September 17, 1996 Pg. L

In a statement prepared for deljv-
ery before the House panel on Tues-
day. Colone! Corso, wha is retired,
sald, "In the past [ have tried ta tell
Congress the fact that in 1953, 500
sick and wounded Armerican prison-
ers were within 10 miles of the pris-
oner exchange polnt at Panmunjom
but were never exchanged.” Pan-
munjom was the site of peace negot/-
ations between the United States and
North Korea that ended with an ar-
mistice an July 27, 1953.

One of the dacuments obtained by
the House subcommitiee, a Decem-
ber 1953 memo that had been an file
at the Elsenhower Library In Abi-
lene, Kan,, shows that the Army he-
lieved at that time that 610 “"Army
people’’ and 300 Air Force personnal
werc stfll being hetd prisoners by tho
North Koreans, five months after a
prisoner exchange between the Unit-
cd States and Norih Korea

The memo said that President Ei-
senhower was “intensely interested™
in the (ate of “the missing P.0O.W.'s,”
and that he had wanted to make sure
*'everybody was doing all they could
about "

Al Santoli, a Congressional investi-
gator who helped gather the docu-
ments, said the House subcommiitee
would explore the possihbility that
same of the American prisoners ce-
ported missing in 1953 were the same
Americans reportedly sighted in re-
cent years in North Korea,

He sald that the intelligence infor-
mation released by the Eisenhower
Library had been declassified at the
request of thc subcommittee, and
that it showed that the Eisenhower
Administration “‘was trying in do
what it could to get the prisoners
back*’ short of war.

Historians of the Karean War have
suggested that the Eisenhower Ad-
ministration chose not to make pub-
lic much of its intelligence on the
issue of missing Americans for fear-
ing of whipping up a war hysteria
among Americans who would have
demanded that the prisoners be re-
turned home.

“In a nuclear sge, Eisenhawer
could not risk tel)ing the Russians or
the Chinese that we're willing ta go to
pll-out war to get ouc prisoners
back,”” Mr. Santoli said.

The hearing Tuexday of the sub-
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committee will include potentially
explosive lestimony from a Czech
deleclor, Jan Sejna, who now works
far the United States Defense lntelh-
gence Agency.

Mr. Sefjna, a former Czech dclense
official, had access ta informafion
aboul medical experiments carcied
out on American prizoners of war by
Russian snd Czech personnel in a
nospital in North Korea during 'the
war. Mr. Sejna had described exppri-
ments In which American prisoners
were dnigged in 3 program (o "de-
volop comprehensive interrogetion
techniques, involving medical, psy-
chological and drug-induced behav-
jor modification.” '

Al the end of the testing, the Amer-
jcans were repnriedly executed,

NEW YORK TIMES
September 15, 1996

Pg. El4

Test-Ban Monitoring -
Need Not Wait for India

To the Edicor:

Yaur Sept. 10 editorial advocnting
approval of the comprehensive. au-
clear test ban treaty regreis that jis
Infernational monitering and inspec-
tion system cannot begin operating
uncll Indis ratifies it, an event that
will take years, If nnt decades, -

Nearly all other countries, includ-
ing all flve of the declared nuclear
weapon states, will sign the treaty.
After signing, they should draft and
sign an egreement that IS not. de-
pendent on India’s approval but purs
into place, for the {nterim, most of
the verificalion provisions of the
treaty.

Through this separate ugreemmu
relsmic Etatjons in remote areas
could share data, and on-site inspec-
tions could help assure that rumbles
being detected were small earth-
quakes, pol nuclear tests. The side
agreement would help to instill confi-
dence that no natiorns, Including Rys-
sia and China, were clandestinely
testing atomic weapons. v~

It could also help te persuade the
United Ststes Senate to ratify -the
treaty, even while wafiing for Indjan
adherence. Davip A. KoPLow

PHILIP G. SCHRAC
washingion, Sept. 10, 1986
The writers were legal aJV(sers w
the_Jnited States delegation to’ the
test-hon negatigtions during the Car-
fer Administration.
Ednors note: The editorial referred
to appeerad in the Current Nows
Early Bird, Sapt. 10, 1996, Pg. 16.

NEW YORK TIMES
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Fort Hood G.I.'s Pack
And Wait for the Word

By The New York Times

FORT HOOD, Tex., Sepl. 15 — The
crowd at the First Cavalry Division
Memorial Chapel was sparge al the
Protestant services on Sunday mom-
ing. About 30 worshipers, instead of
the usual 70 or 50, were (o the pews to
hear words of encouragement from
the chapfain, Capt. Steven Maglio.

The small turnout was not a sur-
prise to the chaplain. Some 3,000 sol-
diers from the Third Brigade, First
Cavalry Division were busily pack-
ing while they waited to hear wheth-
cr they would be sent ta the Persian
Gulf.

‘At times llke this, people want (o
stay home and be with their families
as much us possible,” he said.

Outslde the calm of he chapel, the
brigade headquarters was bustling
with meetings and the Post Ex-
change was filled with shoppers
seeking basics llke socks and under-
wear.

‘Off base, the militacy supply

stores in downtown Kllleen were
busy.
“We never have a seamstress an
Sunday." sald Mary Ann Carrillo, the
manager of Fatgues and Things
Army Store. “'But we have so many
soldiers wanting poiches sewn on
their uniforms that we are warking
overtime to get them alt done.”

Although the soldiers here do nat
know what lies ahead for them, most
expressed @ willingness, even eager-
ness, 10 get 0 Kuwalt. Sgt. Avery
Mobiey, 2 member of a field artillery
unit, fought in the Persiaf Gulf war.
As goldlers around him packed elec-
tronic equipment, Sergeant Mobley
said he was eager to return w the
reglon where he spent seven months
in 1981. *That’s what I'm paid to do,”
he said.

Other mcmbers of bis unit ex-
pressed similar {eelings. Sgt. Her-
man Lovelt called the deployment a
*‘good train-up.”

“[t gives us the opportunity (0 do
what we are trained to do,” he said.
Then watching his soldiers struggle
with several pleces of bulky equip-
ment, he added, “The hard part is
just getting there.”

Mzj. Sam Carter was one of many
officers and enlisted soldlers who
visited a smell fasi-food restaurant
on the base this moming. Pasrt of
Major Carter's unit, which provides
automation support, is likely to be
deployed. He supports the mission,

“Our way of life is somewhat
threatened,” he said. “If Saddam
Husgsein threatens the oilfields, that
can alfect our way df life and our
standard of living So we stand be-
hind 1he President. If he makes the
decision to go, we'll go.”

Pvi. Kevin 0'Dell, who foined the
Army just five months aga and is
unlikely to be deployed., said the Unit-
ed Slates-was right’ to send more
traaps to the region. *“f don’t think we
should let Saddam pet away with
anything,” he said.

Larer in the day. the brigade cam-
mander, Col. Eric Olson, briefed sev-
eral hundred families who assem-
bled in the base movie theater aboyt
the situation in Kuwail, They were
fold of the weather {hot, up o }15
degrees during the day) mwd the la(-
est update aboul the deployment
(again, no news yet).

While Colonel Olson Lalked 0 the
families, Kelll Veler and her hus-
band. Lieut. Jim Veler, talked wilh
the press. Lieutenant Veler, a logist]-
cian, 5ald members of his unit were
excired sbout leaving. "'It's acuslly
a gnod situation,” he said. ‘We've
trained for four years, and we're
ready 1o go samewhere and do some-
thing.”

Mrs. Veler, who is seven manths
pregnant, was less enthusiastic. I
don’t want him to go'" she sald.
“*This is our first child. and [ want o
have him here.™

When asked aboul the need to re-
turn (0 the Persian Gull, Mrs. Veler
sald: '] always thought it wasn’t gur
problem. It seemed like we were just
acting as a pollceman (or the world,
and we dida’t have to get invaolved.
But it's too [ate now."”

Several soldiers expressed disap-
pointment and questioned the need Lo
return to the repion. Plc. Danie] Per-
pignan, a communicalions specialist,
Baid: “I think we shauld’ve taken
care of business the first Ume. Now,
maybe the second time we'll get ft
taken care of."”

Pfc. Dakari Boyd, agreed, saying:
“If they would've dane what they
needed to do, we wouldn't be going
there, Hopefully, they wiil take some
of the lessuns from the first time and
apply them (0 (he second tme, so
there won’t be a2 third time.”
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October 15, 1996

REMAINS OF KOREAN WAR SOLDIER IDENTIFIED

The remains of an American soldier who died in combat during the
Korean War have been identified and returned to his family in the
United States. The name is not being released at the request of the
family.

The U. S. Army corporal was buried in his hometown with full military
honors. Remains were repatriated to U. S. control on July 29 in a
formal ceremony at the demilitarized zone between North and South
Korea.

In a historic joint operation with the North Koreans, the remains
were recovered near Unsan, North Korea, approximately 45 miles
south of the Chinese border. The soldier had been buried there
following combat between U. S. and Chinese forces in November
1950. His burial site was found after U. S. investigators interviewed
local officials and villagers who directed the team to alocation where
they believed an American soldier was buried. Found at the same
burial site were his dog tag, rations, as well as spent and unspent
ammunition.

The joint operation was the result of months of negotiations
between the Democratic Peoples Republic of Korea and the Defense
Department’'s POW/MIA Office. The first round of negotiations led by
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense James W. Wold, began in
January 1996, but no agreement was reached. Several low-level
contacts in the next few months led both sides to schedule formal
negoftiations in New York City in May. There, a formal agreement was
signed resolving past issues and agreeing to conduct two joint
recoveries in 1996. Later, follow-on technical discussions in
Pyongyang, North Koreq, set up logistical agreements, including the
dates and sites, for the two operations.

ldentification of the soldier was made by the U. S. Army’s Cenftral
Identification Laboratory, Hawaii, where the remains were flown from
Korea. Among the forensic procedures used at the CILHI were

Published by the Defense Prisoner of War/Missing Personnel Office (703) 602-2102
Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense/International Security Affairs (703) 602-1890 fax
Washington, DC 20301-2400
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comparisons between the remains and dental charts from medical
records.

An honor guard from his parent unit during the Korean War
provided escort for the burial.

NAME CHANGE FOR DPMO

The name of the Defense POW/MIA Office has been changed to
the Defense POW/Missing Personnel Office. The abbreviation
"DPMO" remains the same. The change reflects the increased
responsibilities of the organization as a result of legislation in the Fiscal
Year 1996 National Defense Authorization Act. The legislation requires
that the office be responsible for missing personnel accounting, as it
has in the past, as well as the additional oversight of personnel
recovery. The personnel recovery function includes combat search
and rescue; escape and evasion; and others.

INVESTIGATIVE TEAM IN CHINA

U. S. and Chinese technical representatives began ajoint
investigation in China last week in search of information about
Americans unaccounted-for from the war in Southeast Asia.

This is the third joint field activity by U. S. and Chinese investigators.
The operationis to last until approximately October 21, during which
three cases will be investigated. Eight Americans are listed as
unaccounted-for in China.
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