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SECURITY EQUIPMENT BRANCH

FUNCTIONS AND ACTIVITIES

25x1A 1. FUNCTION 25X1A

Provide an intrusion alarm program for || GG

B foreign installations.
ACTIVITY
A. Test and evaluate alarm equipment to ensure
that the Agency has state-of-the-art security alarm

systems.

B. Develop through ORD and OTS both improved
and Agency peculiar equipments.

C. 1Install and maintain intrusion alarm equip-
ment worldwide.

ITI. FUNCTION
Develop hardware,specifications and policy regarding
safekeeping equipments including safes, locks, vault doors,
vaults and secure areas.
ACTIVITY

A. Test and evaluate safekeeping equipment.

B. Participate in government sponsored tests
of security construction.

25X1A

C. Develop special security devices such as
D. Develop techniques for inspectin hysical
security equipment for evidence & 25X1A
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25X1A E. iiii iii iiﬁ ecurity equipment to prevent

ITI. FUNCTION

Develop hardware and Agency policy regarding classified
material destruction devices.

ACTIVITY

A. Test and evaluate commercially available
destruction equipment.

B. Through the manufacturer, modify equipment
to Agency needs.

C. Participate in government sponsored develop-
ment programs.

IV. FUNCTION

Maintain continuing liaison with security personnel
of other government agencies as well as representatives
of commercial -4 engaged in the production of security

equipment.
ACTIVITY

A. Act as the Agency's representative to the
Interagency Advisory Committee on Security Equipment
which is primarily engaged in the development of
specifications for physical security equipment.

B. Periodically visit the manufacturing
facilities of the major producers of security
equipment to consult on new developments.

CONE T@WAP
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IDENTIRpprovedFoORelease 2000102102:: CHAFROR83B00883R4007P0QMRéBent responsible
for testing and evaluating alarm equipment
to ensure that the Agency has state-of-the-art
security alarm systems. :

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 1 COMPONENT: O0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/SEB

EVALUATION: ' DATE:

" What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

- 25X1A-
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes V// No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?
Asency GCemenTs OvereSEAS) 25X1A

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes l/// No V//’ _
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still neceSsary? Yes - No l///
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No

If so, how? :

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be trangferred
tc another OS component or to another 0ffice? Yes No
If so, where and why? :

Can another component do the actifity more.efficiently? Less'costly?
More properly? Yes ~No If so, which component and why?

Does. the activity include anything questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? :

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withoyt
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No V)}
If so, how? ‘ ’

Is there any activity not now being purstﬁg/by 0S that you feel is more
‘important than this one? .Yes No If so, what? . Ce e
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IDENT IRﬁmﬁﬂétﬂ)ﬁoIOIRG|A@Imm9/0ﬁ}f§Am&3@0@§23RQQQ¥QQ@20@M@ onent responsible

for developing improved and Agency peculiar

25X1A B 212rn cquipment.

ACTIVITY CODE: 1III, B, (c) 2 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security.
Pivision/SEB

EVALUATION: _ DATE:

" What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Daté(s)?
25X1A (2) Zw Wov 1764 |
| | 13) GI5Y) O 197/

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

ey sesnce (R D

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes_ V¥ No
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ° No /
o

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes N
If so, how? : _

- Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be»triijéerred
to another OS component or to another 0ffice? Yes No
If so, where and why? : .

Can another component do the as}évity more .efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes . No If so, which component and why?

Does the activity intlude an\thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? - S

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witﬁgﬁé
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? ' '

Is there any activity not now being purs%ﬁg/%y 0S that you feel is more
important than this one? . Yes No If so, what? - T e
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IDENT IAgrravddRorgRelease12006G/09/ OQF}QAM@@OQWW?QWOQ%%? onent responsible
for installing and maintaining intrusion .
alarm equipment worldwide.

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 3 COMPONENT : OS/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/SEB

EVALUATION: - DATE:

What is

1vityv? Da - ? ’
ctivity? Da#e(s). 2B5X1A

Is (are) : Yes v/// No | ,

Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? » 25X1A
Asevey seencyrs R ov<sers) "

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No V//

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes ~ No

If so, how?

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be trandferred
tc another 0S component or to another Otfice? Yes No
If so, where and why? : :

Can another component do the actiity more .efficiently? Less costly?
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include an& hing questioﬁable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? : E

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withofit
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes - No
If so, how?

-Is there any activity not now being pursue by OS that you feel is more
important'than,this one? .Yes No ¢ If so, what? - T - :
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‘IDENT IRﬁlﬁhb’i?éd)ROIO|Re|ﬁ@§eﬂﬂmﬂﬂ9/02E}@Am&3806$2m7‘ﬁ%206%§ onent responsible
for testing and evaluating safekeeping
equipment. ’

ACTIVITY CODE: 1III, B, (c) 4 _COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security
Division/SEB

EVALUATION: , ' - DATE:

' What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

25X1A
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes v// No | _
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 25X1A
A @54/6/ ECENBNTE 0_1/40?5'649 | |
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes V// No '
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes - No /
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No /

If so, how?

‘Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be trankferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? ’

Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less.costly?
More properly? Yes . No If so, which component and why?

~

Does the activity include 5?&thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? » L

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No ,
If so, how? 7

'Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is more
" important than this one? _Yes No . If so, what? .- T
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IDENT IRﬁﬂb’?é@HOIORG|ﬁ@mm9/0ﬁh@%@3w®§2@%@9¥9%2°@3ﬂ1ﬁ0nent responsible
for participatingin government sponsored
tests of security construction.

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c¢) 5 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/SEB
EVALUATION: DATE : :
, 25X1A -
What i s activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes v//(No |
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

dcscy stoncrs [ o <x =)

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ‘/// No L///

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No ‘V//
If so, how? -

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be trisyferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? 3

Can another component do the act}ﬁity more .efficiently? Lessicostly?
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include any hing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? :

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? '

Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more
important than this one? _Yes No | I1f so, what? I
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IDENT I Rpnoped FoRelaaser300p109/02r1ARNALIB00R23R000790020024:3 | ont responsible

for developing special .security devices, .

ACTIVITY CODE: 1III, B, (¢c) 6 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security
, D1V1510n/SbB
EVALUATION: ' DATE: :

25X1A

" What is (are) our referen activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No V///
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?
/@@»::A/C} FCBI snTS oV 55,9;) 25X 1A
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes b//’ No P
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No

If so, how?

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be tr;y§ferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? :

Can another component do the aiﬁ}fgty more  efficiently? Lessvcostly?
More properly? Yes .No If so, which component and why? '

Does the activity include aﬁiphing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? : o

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? ' ' :

Is there any activity not now being pursued by 0S that you feel is nore
important than this one? mYes No 4///If so, -what? . e e
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- 25X1A
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY:

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) / COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security
_ D1visTon/SEB
EVALUATION: | - DATE: -
_ 25X1A .
" What is activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes V///.No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

Acency scsnours (Mo wssrs  woa
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes V// No Q// 2
) No /]
0 4

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes. N
If so, how? _ _

i
|

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be trtgééerred
- to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? :

Can another component do the aiz}yity more .efficiently? Less~costly?
More properly? Yes . No If so, which component and why ?

Does the activity include t;}fhing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? : :

———

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued wit&yﬁt .
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? : ' '

important than :this one? _.Yes . No / If so, -what? - - et oo

Is there any activity not now being pﬁrstsg/gy 0S that you feel‘is mqfe
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25X1A
IDENTIBpRrorédfFooRelgase] 2000109/

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 8 COMPONENT: OS/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/SEB

25X1A

EVALUATION: _ DATE:

What is tivity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes U// No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

ASENCy ECaments OVERSERS)  25XIA
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No _
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ° No
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No /

If so, how?

Do you féel that responsibility feor the activity should be trapéferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? R :

Can another component do the ai}icity more .efficiently? LessAcostly?
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include a \thing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? : . o

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued witho .
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? o : '

Is there any activity not now being pursue (by 0S that you feel is more
important than this one? .Yes No - If so, what? Ce
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IDENTTFApprbl €0’ FOFRIEAF/I000/09/08 1, 61 ARDP 82BA0B23RA0A7PPI2002} nent responsible
: for testing and ‘evaluating commercially
available classified material destruction
equipment. ‘ ’

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 9 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security
' Pivision/SEB

EVALUATION: _ DATE:
25X1A

——

What is ivity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in %gg e? Yes No
- Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) o s activity?

A@;ﬂe/‘ SIS 2VEFSEHS ) o

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No l//

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ' No //

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No /
If so, how? :

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be trapsferred
to another 0S component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? ~

Can another component do the actiyity more efficiently? Less-costly?
More properly? Yes “No If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include ani hing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No | If so, what?

Can this activity be reduced in $cope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No_|/
If so, how? ‘

Is there any activity not now being pursut;/g& 0S that you feel is more
important than this one? .Yes No | I1f so, what? - - . - 7
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IDENT I ApEAGVEONF ob Relegse 2000/09/02 h SIARDP83BBA823RONGT0002002 b nent responsible
_ for working with-the manufacturer to have
- commercially produced classified material
destruction equipment modified to meet
Agency needs.

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 10 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Pivision/SEB

EVALUATION: ‘ DATE :
' 25X1A '

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes !/// No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

ettty
No ’

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes | u//.
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes N /

o
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes. No ,/
If so, how? : :

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No p/ﬁ '
If so, where and why? :

Can another component do the a€74vity more efficiently? LessAcostly?
More properly? Yes . No If so, which component and why?

~

Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No i If so, what? A _

Can this'activity be reduced in Scope/size or discontinued withogdt
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? ’ ’ :

Is.there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more '
important than this one?..Yes No If so, what? - . BRI

A4
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I DENTT Ppfirdved ¥ oo Releasq 2000109/02 1€l ARDR 83BAPB23R0A0790020034:3onent re sponsible
- for participating-in government sponsored
programs for the development of classified
material destruction devices. .

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 11 COMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Pivision/SEB

EVALUATION: | o DATE:

o _  25X1A

AZ No

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes

Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?
AEEN Y ELERINTS OVERSESS)  25X1A

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No »

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No /

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes. No \/
If so, how? :

Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be tranfferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? . -

Can another component do the aa;iéity more.efficiently? Less.costly?
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include an} hing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? : T

Can this activity be reduced in Scope/size or discontinued without
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No |
If so, how? '

Is there any activity not now being purSﬁgé/by 0S that. you feel is more
important than this one? _Yes No If so, -what? . e e

Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020024-3




IDENTI Rpprolé0F oD RelaaSel 2UODI09/02 h €14 RDPEBBAS2SRO0670092Q0WMpbnent responsible
- for acting as the-Agency's representative
to the Interagency Advisory Committee on
Security Equipment which is primarily engaged
in the development of specifications for
physical security equipment.

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 12 COMPONENT: O0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Division/SEB
EVALUATION: _ , DATE: : -
. .  25X1A I
T
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes V// No |

Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? '
ey seererrs R o) =
/ . _

Do you feel the activity is still neéessary? Yes

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still neceSsary? Yes 'V///No

~

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No \/
If so, how? : _

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be trangdferred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? »

Can another component do the asyéiity more .efficiently? Less-costly?
More properly? Yes - . No { If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include aﬁ?fﬁing questionable in the light of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? : : A

e

Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued withopt
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No
If so, how? - ' '

Is there any activity not now being pursu by OS that you feel is more 
important than this one? _Yes No - If so, what? e e
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IDENTI Kﬁﬁt‘dDEGFoﬂRelbﬁﬁ'd YGUDYDSIOZ'hGI[OEIBPBBBmiBZSRO(!T?DGQZGM}:QJnent responsible
, for visting manufacturing facilities of the

major producers of security equlpment to
consult on new development.

ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (c) 13 CQMPONENT: 0S/PTOS/Technical Security

Pivision/SEB

EVALUATION: _ DATE:

|  25X1A |
What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)?

Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes b// No
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity?

/{7@6%/6/ LLSNEVTY _g/gggg,%) 25X1A -

Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes L/// No V//
Do(es) the benef1c1ary(1es) feel it is still necessary? Yes N /
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes Noyv/

If so, how?

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be tr@pé}erred
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No
If so, where and why? :

Can another component do the actifity more . efficiently? Less.costly? |
More properly? Yes No | If so, which component and why?

Does the activity include i/YEhlng questlonable in the llcht of
Watergate? Yes No If so, what?

Can this activity be reduced in scope/51ze or dlscontlnued w1t
significant effect on overall Agency secur1ty7 Yes
If so, how?

Is there any activity not now being pursued’/by 0S ‘that you feel is more
' important‘than_this one? .Yes No If so, what? ,
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USE ONLY

P RURFAPERTTAL

[] SECRET

ROUTING AND RECORD SHEET

SUBJECT: (Optional)

25X1A

FROM:

Policy and Plans Group

EXTENSION

x5311

NO.

DATE

10 March 1975

TO: (Officer designation, room number, and
building)

DATE

RECEIVED

FORWARDED

OFFICER'S
INITIALS

COMMENTS (Number each comment to show from whom
to whom. Draw a line across column after each comment.}

1.
Chief, Security Equipment
Branch

/&

K7

2./4(/7”5’3
3. 4

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

FORM

6] 0 USE PREVIOUS
3-62 EDITIONS

[] SECRET

C]" CONFIDENTIAL L] TVERNALDZT5 ] yNCLASSIFIED

Under Objective B57104 the
Office of Security will re-
view and validate all Office
of Security functions,
activities...to ensure effec-
tiveness, economy and efficieq
The attached documents re-
present two milestones under
that objective. Milestone 1,
the components identified
their functions and activitieq.
Milestone 2 was establishment
of a format for evaluating
these...activities. It is re-
quested that Security Equip-
ment Branch review the attach;
ments and:
a) Certify that there are no
deletions/corrections/
additions to be made to thg
previous listing submitted
by your office.
Review the Identification
of Activity statement on
each evaluation sheet to
‘ensure it fully equals to
the comparable activity
from your offices listing.
Use the attached format
to evaluate each individua]
activity.

b)

c)




