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Prior to the cornespondence surmsrised below, our organisa-
tion-hsd -endeavourad to assist KURCVEL end his farily to emi-
grate to the U.S. There was no doubt in-our minds in the fall-
of 1950 when.ws first contacted KURGVEL that he would be con-
sidered éligible for emigration by the U.S5. authorities. Uhe
Tfhtervention was for t:e purpose. of hurrying his cese which had
been opened- In: fall of 1649, The finsl rejection of XURGVEL
by the INS in October 1951, and the statement on the part of
the INS that KURGVEL would be rejected sgain if the case. were .

reopened, 1led to the following correspondence.

X'U'NIF'G-SVGQ 14 November 1951

. As Kurgvel has been declared 1nel*"ib1e as a DP by the INS
under sections 10 and 13 of the DP Act, his only opportug;ty'

‘to emi-rete to thé U.S. is throush the 100 Agents' Act

seme holds. true for his wife and child nhp become ineligible-

‘through Kuravel's rejection, We request that HR arrange for

Rurgvel's emiaration und er this act on th \grcands that he is
escenticl to the Estonian operation, It i «extremely difficult
towork with Kurgvel while he 1s worried jgbout the'fate of his
wife and child in Germany. This worry is torbined with some .
resentment Gue to his refusal of opporunitles tc emigrezte to
Cansda or “ustralia in order t o work with our orzanisation.-
The only solution is to obtain emigration for his wife and

.~ child immediately, and for himself eventually, under the 100

Act,. - ”his solution will increase his motivetion and faith -

" in us, as well as our control of him,

_ WASHFG 17060 30 November 1951

The problem. of Kurgvel's emigration is under consideration,'-
but is complicated 'since ne must’ tring nis wifs and child. You_
will be advised es soon as a decision is ch‘ie. ’

'MUNIFG-GOos 7 December 1951 .

Approval for the emigration of ‘Kirgvel's wife and child- is'

v anticlpated within a few days, but Furgvel's wife is unwilliné

‘to emigrate without an assurance from ¥aravel thet he will .

-eventually be sble to follow..In the gvent thet his wife and.
child can emigrate, what sssurance can we ~ive Kurgvel noncerningv

his own eventusl emicretion? Can we asssist hls wife with passage.

funds if she is unasble to get IR0 transportatiOﬁ within thetmme .

that the DP Act is valig?
‘WP TF2-10030, 14 December 1951 . . .

" We cen zive nc advance assurgnce of asslstence to Eourgvel on:
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his emigraticon until he has proven his operstionsl value to
us, His family-problem is for hls cwn decision and not to be.

" influenced by his.reletionshipn with-us, We may considsr bringing
. him to the U.S. alonz wita the proeect if nis services prove
satisfactory to us, hut as circums‘snces may changs, thij is’

hot a drfinite promise.
606 CMGWU, 17 Decenber 1951 (Progress reports 7 & 8)

Requast for errangementof em‘graticn of Kurgvel and fanily.
796 CLEG¥U, 21 January 1952 (Progress reports 9 & 10)

Rurgvel's wife end child have been granted visas and are
expected to depart in early January. urgvel's lasst chance for-

emigration has been eliminated, We egein stress the importance
of his emigration to the U.S. According to 3216 CWUFG, para-

. -graph 1 4, the Act is applicable not cnly to those who nave
. . 8served us, but to those whose potential operati nszl velue 1is. T
. --sufficlient to wearrant granting emigration under this Act prior -

to.service, WYe feel ‘that he is an exceptionally well-qualified,

: +;well~rounded chief agent -capable of hendlinz almost all phhses.
“of "tra ning, Establlshinw him as 38 future U.S. citizen would.

“greatly increase our cont“ol over “im which is an importent s
Factor in the Estonisn cperaticn due to his stubborn personalityv'-"

and our lack of an eqonian-speaking case  officer, We fBel
that ‘he should accompany ‘thé project if 1t 1s moved to the v.c.,
as suggested in WASE-19030, but it .is ouwr understsmding that

.?this would notbe a ste towsrds his eventual naturalisation as

his presence in-: the U.S. under those circumstances would be
extra- legal i .
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