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prepared. Yet in the grandfather’s clause requirements for current
investigators, they only have to have been conducting “polygraph
examinations for 6 months out of the last 3 years. i
This doesn’t seem like much experience. =~ el S
Mr. SkaLLERUP. Well, the 6-month period really does not disclose
- the intensity of the experience. As T say, we anticipate finding some
kind of criterion which will be helpful in assuring that we only have
good examiners, S B P T S e T

will be able to develop the kind of experience that we think would be

desirable and in that instance, if you set the threshold too high, you
create a counterpressure that tends to increase thenumber of exami-

somewhat, 'say, eomplex area, S Ch
Mr. ArcarBarp. You are going to try to rationalize this in the
Tfuture regulations that will be developed? RE R AT R
Mr. SkALLERUP. Yes, L L e BT
. Mr. ArcmIBALD. Do youknow how many of the currently employed
Defense Department, polygraph examiners are qualified under the
criteria for future examiners that you hope to set up in the future?
. Mr. SratrerUP. T have made some inquiries and ithé{Navygbelieves
~ that somewhere between 12 and 20 of the current examiners will no

in the past. And in 80 doing, they removed some who had “been
qualified from the qualified list, so that at the ti_m.e!the'idirecti_ve came
out, no Air Force Dpolygraph examiners would be excluded by virtue
of the operation of the directive. =~ = . SR T N A
Now, in the case of the Army, I am told that the Provost Marsha]
General will have the job of reviewing the credentials of all the CID
- polygraph operators and will determine whether they should continue
. to be polygraph examiners in the CID. The same function will be
performe({on the CIC side of the house in the Army, So that at thig
time it isnot»posslblp to give an informed guess as to the number who' -

~ Mr. Guicek. I wonder, Mr, Skallerup, if we might clarify that for

& moment. I think there may be some confusion as to the figures
- you have just given, s e U e B
. Now, when you say the Navy has determined that somewhere’
between 12 and 3 of thei aph examiners’

. might not qualify, this could well mean they might not qualify under’
~ the grandfather clause provision, isn’t this correct? . SR e
. Mr. SkaLLERUD. Under the terms of the directive. RN
“Mr. Grick. I'believe Mr. Archibald’s. question was dlrected to the

many of those presently being used as examiners would qualify under
the requirements of ‘having the baccalaureate degree, mvestigative
- experience, and so forth ; not those who would necessarily qualify’

under the looser provision of the ‘grandfather clause? I believe that
is what Mr. Archibald was trying to get to and this wag my under-

standing of his'fquestion.-




