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YURIY IVANOVICH NOSENKO




1 Ociober 1968

MEMORANDUM FOR: Director of Scecurity

FROM : Deputy Chief, Security Rescarch Staff
. SUBJECT 2 NCSENKO, Yuriy Ivanovich

1. In accordance with the request of the Deputy Dircctor
of Central Intelligence, attached is a summary with conclusions
concerniny the bona {ides of Yuriy Ivanovich NOSGENKO. Sube
conclusions are coatalned in the summary conceraing several
majo¥ areas which were given primmary consideratioa in the matter
of the bona fides of NOSENKO. ’ :

2., Included in this sumrmary are comments concerning
conclusions ia the previous summasy and an annex containing sa-
4 marks on three scparate subjecis related to the NOSENKO case,

3. In briel, the conclusion of this surmnmary is that NOSENKO
is the person ha claims to be, thai he beld his claimed positions in
the KGB during 1953 « Januazry 19464, that NOSENKO was not dis= |
patched by the KGD, and that his previcus lies and exagyerations
are not aclually ol material signilicance at this time,

A

Zruce L. Solie

Attactment:
SUMMaTry
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G. Is There Evidence of a Poilitical or Any Other Type
"Objective Which Could Justify a Dispatch of NOSENKO
by the KGB With Permission to Speak Freely to CIA
Concerning His Knowiedge of the KGB and Without
NOSENKO Being Given a Specific Mis sion or Missions ?

. H. Is There Any Evidence That the Contacts of NOSENKO in
1962 or in 1964 With CIA Were Known to the KGB Prior
to His Defection or That NOSENKO Was Ever Briefed
by the KGB Relative to His Behavior or KGB Objectives
During These Contacts or After His Defection?

}IV. Comments Concerhing_Previoﬁs Conclusions in Regard to NOSENKO

4 A. NOSENKO Did Not Serve in the Naval RU in Any of the
L - Capacities or at the Places and Times He Claimed

F B. NOSENKO Did Not Enter the KGB in the Manner or at the
( ' ‘Time He Claimed '

C.: NOSENKOQ Did Not Scrve in the American Embassy Scction
Throughout the 1953 ~ 1955 Period as He Claimed

D. During the Period 1955 -~ 1960, He Was Neither a Senior
Case Officer in, nor Deputy Chief of, the Seventh
Department American-British Commonwealth Section

Section nor a Senior Officer or Supervisor in the Section
During the Period 1961 - 19482 (sic)

F. NOSENKOQ's Claims, That in 1962 He was Chief of the
' American-British Commonwealth Section and Was
Thereafter a Deputy Chief of the Seventh Department,
Are Not Credible

G. NOSENKO Has no Valid Claim to Certainty That the KGB

Recruited No American Embassy Personnel Between
1953 and His Defection in 1964

L0604

E, NOSENKO Was Neither Deputy Chiei of the American Embassy




;o Annex

Annex A - Statements of Soviet Officials About NOSENKO

Annex B - Summaries of Cases Not Examined in Text .

Annex C - The Cherepanov Papers




g
S




SECker

I. INTRODUCTION

i Excmdeg ﬂl?aunl: ;smmauc U Uj_ 0 G 6
S LC R ET dawnzraging and

gdaclassification




J0C00

INTRODUCTION

The following summary and analysis is not intended to be
g .'a.1~1 inclusive, that is to contain a specific comment on all organi-
z_;tiona.l, operationa;, pe:;'sonality and case type informatiﬁn furnished
by Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO. To attempt to do so would be repetitioué
and confusing. to the reader and would not be of material benefit in the
f.o.rrnation of logica; conclusions concerning the rather limited areas of

: primary concern.
ok R
= This summary will not contain a detailed psychological

assessment of NOSENKO nor will-it contain a recitation of the numerous

theories which have been promulgated in the past concerning varying

.aspects of the NOSENKO case. This summary will be primarily
' * directed toward the question of whether NOSENKO was or was not
dispatched by the KGB, whether his claimed KGB career is relatively
plausible and whether he has since late October 1967 been cooperative in
a reassessment of the entire case for or against NOSENKO. NOSENKO
has admitted certain lies and exaggerations in the past but claims that

these were of a personal nature, intended to enhance his own importance
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SECRET
bufnot to mislead this Agency in any material matters of an operational
or ?élicy nature.

In order to avoid any misunderstanding of the phrase ''bona.
fides' as considered in this summary, NOSENKd will be judged primarily ‘-
on whether he voluntarily defected to this Agency without KGB knowiedge,
~ and whether his 1962 and early 1964 contacté with %epresentatives of this
:'AAgency were known to»Athe KGB. | Motivation and certain othei' peftinent'
~ aspects wili be cénsidered, but his admitted previous errors; lies and
- exaggerations will not per se warrant a conclusion that NOSENKO is not a
"hona fide'' defector. ‘ d - .

There is not an accurate standard or scale of measurement
i;gainst which information concerning NOSENKO can be balanced or
correlated to deter;nine if he is or is not a dispatched KGB offiger. For
purposes of this analysis and summary, an-arbitrary list of areas
considered pertinent has been compiled. Readers may differ in regard to
wahether this arbitrary standard is a completely accurate standard, but it
' -is felt that the information from NOSENKO and information from other
¥ sources derived through independent investigation will permit the reader.

' to assess the informai:ion in toto against any standard he considers

E appropriate.

The previous summary on NOSENKO entitled, '"The Exami- -

: fnation of the. Bona Fides of a KGB Defector, ' has been considered in

SECRET |  §0010CH
2
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the preparation of this summary. It will be commented on in part

and this summary will include conclusions corsrelated with the saven
primary conclusions set forth on éaga 388 of ﬂm above snm:imry.
Remarks concerning c.éruin ervors, inc;:nsistancios, omissions and
i Mpportod conclusions in the pravicﬁn summary' in regazd to apéciﬂc
.- cases or sub-areas will be included in this sammary. However, this
summary will not include & point-by-poiat co?nptriton of all aress of .
agreemont oy disagreement ﬂth {aformation contained ln the previous
SUMMArY.

A positive dgciaion h: regard to NCSENKO based on all
avallable information should be mads in ithe immediate futurs. Thsve
a:é no known sources currantly avaihbia to provide new positive
hzfomati;m mearning NCSENKO and his bona fides. It s recognized |
that there la always a poesibility in the future a new source oF Sources
will be able to furnish additional information in regard to NOSENKO.
Howsver, this possibility {s e:-:csedlngly tenuous and (L is {alt thers

o is suificient information available on which to base a conclusion in

the NOSENKSO matter.

' SERYEN Y
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SUMMARY OF DEVELOPMENTS IN NOSENKO CASE

SINCE 30 OCTOBER 1967

Since 30 détober 1967, interv-iews with Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKQ L

" have been conducted by one individual not previously known personally tb -

NOSENKO but who hés ‘been awé.re o’f the NOSENKO_case since .fune 1962.
Iﬂterviews ﬁave been detailed and very .extensive in scope, have |
been recorded and transcribed, and have covered the iantire life and ca?eer
of NOSENKO; without regard to whetﬁer a particular aspect had been
cow}ered during prévious interview or interviews.
NOSENKO, although naturally apprehensive during the first few
inte:views, has been cooperative, has developed a reiaxed attitude, and
thé interviewer has noted no significant reluctance to discuss any aspect
-of his life, career, or activit?es. On occasion NOSENKO has indicated a
reluctance to make positive statements in certain area.s previously |
considered at a minimum extremely controversial. This reluctance

was understandable and when it became apparent to NOSENKO that the

001041
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interviewer would not dispute or disparage his statements without adequate

reason, this reluctance on the part of NOSENKO, in the opinion of the .
interviewer, totally disappeared.

During the interviewing period, particularly in the first six months,

- 'NOSENKO materially assisted the interviewer by preparing approxiznately Lo

sixty memoranda on such diverse subjects as his life, motivation for de- '

fecl:tion,' individual cases, notes which he furnished to CI.A in 1964, KGB |
ofganization, and KGB officer énd agent personalities, As an .e,xample

of the scope of this work by NOSENKO, four of the m?moranda included
remarks concerning approximately (875 KGB, officers, .100) KGB agents,

35 GRU officers, and_‘i,400;‘e other Soviet nationals. These iists were alpha=- |
betically arranged and the above indicated cooperation of NOSENKQO has -

materially assisted in the organization and evaluation of information

furnished by him during current interviews.

Copies of transcripts of interviews with NOSENKO and related

memoranda have been disseminated to the FBI and the CI Staff. Special
.. Agent Elbert Turner and Special Agent James Wooten of the Washington

* Field Office/FBI in particular have given great assistance in research

and compilation of new or additional information and the FBI has inter-
viewed or reinterviewed a number of United States citizens concerning

whom NOSENKO has furnished 'pertinent information.

2 | 6001012
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. In addition, three professionals from ths 5B Division have
reviewed the current information and assisted in the retrisval of
previons information {rom NOSENKO and collation of current

information with previous informaiion. The latter is a tremendous

tnsk becauvse of &o volurne of material; the number of individual

cases involved; and the extensive information in regard ta KGB

- perscoslities, prucadms, ox;gani;sational structars and activities.

The 8B Division also provided tha services of an expert -
translator to translaie the tapes of the 1965 intarrogation of NOBENKD

by Petr DERYABIN and one of the previcusly mentioned three pro~

 fensionals complatad a zww translation of the 1962 interviews with

NOSENKO. In addition, transcriptions of certain other particulsrly
parﬂnent: previous interviews of NCSENKO bave been completed by
the Odfice of Sscurity.

Approximately 7000 puges of traascripts and rehﬁd matarial
bave been compiled and disseminated since late October 1967. Com«
ments concerning the value of the information contained in the above
material are contained in another section of this summary. As of the
present time, & complota anaiyou is not possible since & considerable
portion of the material haz net been fully processed. In the preparation
of this summary all areas of major aigniﬁcance have baen examined.
Decause of the yolmninouu information, all analytical and collation work

Das not been complatad; but it 1s not censiderad that, based on il

3 6001013
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available information, the remsining work will materially affect

the conciusions drawn in thic Bummary, -
Tha polygraph interview of NOSENKO was initiated on

2 .ﬁugﬁnt and conciunded on 6 August 1948, A‘pproximatcly sixty

guestions of a pertinent nature wera included in the polygrapﬁ tntér- _

view. No problems were enco.n.aund' during the polygraph interview :

and no sdditlonal testing of NOSENKO 15 anticipated. Attached is &

: copy of the acl!ﬁlanatory report on the results of tho‘ polygraph

intorvigw, |
Intezviews with NOSENKO have continued since tho polygraph

interview on a temporarily reduced scals in order to permit a review

of previous {nformation and preparation of this Wry; There is

no doubt that futurs interviews with NOSENKO will reveal information

of intsiligencs value, but information developed thus far will permit

a decision in the case of Yurly Ivanovich NOBENKO.

Attpchment:
12 Aug 68 Polygraph Rpt

0001014
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.0 : Chief, Securzuy Research Staff 12 August 1968"
' ‘ ' ! :
FROM : Interrogatlon Research Division ) A _ i , P
SUBJECT : Yurly Ivanovich NOSENKO o IRD f 67WOL

IDT’\F“IF'YI‘\IG DATA ' | S o e

Subject is & 4O year old former XGB Staffer who defected to the S -
U.S. in 1964 in Geneva.. _ - e

L BACKGROU\ID :

: Mr. Bruce L. Solie of the Security Research Staff has been de-~ .
21 briefing and interrogating Subject since October 1967 in order to
- resolve the issue whether Subject was a dispatched agent of the KGB.
"He has conducted a vast emount of research and checking with sources
I in an effort to establish the veracity of Subject's statements.

e ot o e 0 g 2 e e 2

PURPOSE | . o
- (@@ " The primary. purpose of the polygraph test was to determine:

1. Whether Subject was a dispatched Agent of the KGB; .

2. Whether Stbject had intentienally given Mr. Solle 1 . |
any false information. ) o ! :

~ PROCEDURE ‘ .

Subject was given a polygraph examination on 2 August 1968 at : : o

" a safesite in the vicinity of Washington, D.C. The examination was

conducted in the English language. Subject's comprehension and the
ability to express himself in English was completely adequate for
purposes of polygraph testing. Subject was completely cooperative
in all respects. Subject displayed no evasiveness and appeared to-

. oe completely frank whenever he was questloned or gave information
- " on & topic.
3

The following relevant questions were asked during ﬁhe first tesi: f
Is your {true name Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO? Yes.

Were you born in the year 19277 Yes.

Besides the Americans, did you tell anyone else about your
é inteation to defect? No.

C | - 5001015
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Did you ever tell anyone in the KGB about your contact with
American Intelligence'z No.,

Were you given instructions by the KGB to get in contact with
American Intelligence? No.

Were you told by the KGB to defect in order to carry out an
Intelligence mission? No.

The 'foliowing relevant questions were asked during the second test:

Did the KGB actually send a communication For your recall to
the USSR on the day of your defection? No.

Were you acquainted with CHEREPANOV? Yes.

Did you actually travel to Gorkiy in November 1963 to hunt for
CHEREPANOV? Yes.

© Are you deliberately withholding from us any information about
the KGB recrultment of Americans? No.

Does the KGB ha.ve METKA and NEPTUNE 80? Yes.

Were you the responsible Case Officer for John Abidian in 1960-61.?

Yes.

Do you know the true name of ANDREY or SASEA? No.

Did you ever nave tuberculosis? Yes. — R

© The foliowing relevant questions were asked on test threé:

. Did you sexrve in Navy Intelligence from 1951 to 195327 Yes. | ;

Was QSHUfBIN:}in the USSR duringbthe_: period 1957 to 19597 Yes,
. s _ .

To the best of your knbwledge ; were you in the Seventh
Department at this time? Yes.

Did you telephone the GRU about 'SHUBIN at this time? Yes. -

: >'1‘o the best of your knowledge, was POPOV compromised because
- of the lette/r Mr. Winters mailed? Yes.

S 0001016
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frozp 1953
re you & Deputy Chief

e you only g Captain _ai:

Januazy 1960 to Decenpe 1961 veye You the Deputy o the
L of the Firgg Sect’_ion,oft the Firsy Deparbment? Yes, , S
January ¢, July 196 Were you the Chief op the Firgt Section
le _Seventh Department? Yes, -

YOU 81 oregey, 10 the Pipgy
E time op the Staling‘rad
E» Yes._ .
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The following relevant questions were asxed dn test five:

Since 1953 do you know of any other XGB recruitments in the

", American Embassy besides ANDREY and [HOWARD?) No.
.Did the KGB know abvout the. notes you brought out? No.
| Have you told us the complete truth about your KGB career?’ Yes.

' Dpid you 1ntenimonally exagperate your personal involvement in ' : o
cases in 1962 end 1964 in order to mislead us? No. e

-Did you intentionally glve us any false operational

information? No.

Did GRIBANOV offer you ‘the p051t10n of Deputy Chief of tne
First Department? Yes.

© Vas an order actuallj prépared promotlng you to Deputy to the
_Cnlex of the First Department? Yes.

In early 1960 did GRIBANOV tell you that your primary responsibllity
was to work against American Code Cxerks? Yes.

Other than you mentioned, are you hlding any other reasons for

- your defectlon? No.

Are you deliberately withholding any information on any foreigners ":*

recruited by the KGB? No.

" The. following relevant questions were asked on test six:

Did you enter the KGB through uhe in;luence of General BOGDAN

. KOBULOV? Yes.

F'Did you succeed BAKHVALOV as Deputy Chlef of the Flrst Section?
YeSo '

Did GRYAZNOV succeed you as Deputy Chlef of the First Section?
Yes. -

' Were the CHEREPANOV papers passed to the Americans with KGB

nnowledge? No.

0001018
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To your knowledge was there any mlsleaaxng information in the .
CHEREPAI\OV papers? No. . o ,"'.‘-,
Did you ever personally meet GOLITSYN? No.

Was there & cable sent to Geneva for you 'bo a551s’c ART’IMEV o o .
in the BELITSKIY ca.se? Yes. ' . ' S S

) Did you personally make an approa.ch to KEYSERS) at the Moscow . -~ . SRR ' i
Mrport? Yee. | | | , Lo

' The following relevans.. questions were asl ed on test sevens!
' S .- Did you actua.lly review the KGB {file on OSWALD? Yes.

T id 1LEE HARVEY OSWALD receive any KGB tmlm.ng or assignmen‘ts? O i

I

 Were there any microphones installed in the North Wing of ’bne B
CU.Ss Emoa.ssy in Moscow? No. ‘
‘ - Was the review of m:.crophone reports one of your duun.es in .
S ' 1900 -617 Yes. ; _

| 'Are you mthholding any information known to you concerning S Lo
- KGB microphones or electronic activity aga.inst the U.S. R [
i

Before your official ura.nsfer to the Sevenuh Department did. :
you read the survelllance report on ’che visit of ABIDIAN
- %o PUSB’KIN street? Yes. ' ' S _ '

Dld you personally conduct a certain lnvestlga‘cion of SHAKQV
~in 1962 :Ln Geneval Yes. , .

» -Was ‘the rank of Lleutenant Colonel on your travel document’ S ey
© %o GORKIY only a mistake by KASH:PIIROV? Yes. o ST ' S
" The followlng relevant questions vere asked on tes*b eight: o

‘While in ‘the U.S. Embassy Section did you obtain a typewri'ber- R AR

for BORODIN for the preparation of a letter to Edward Ellis :
SMITH? Yes. . . _
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ANALYTICAL COMMENTS CONCERNING THE BONA FIDES OF

YURIY IVANOVICH NOSENKO

As indica.ted in the iritroductionl to this summary, information in
regard to Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO will be considered against an arbi-
ti*ary but realistic list of areas considered pertinenf_to the question of y

whether NOSENKO volunt'arﬂy' defected to this Agency without KGB B

knovhedge,_and whether his- 11962 gnd e;r]_.y 1964 conta;cts with feprésént-- .
R o " atives of this Agenéy \.avere..kno%avn to the KGB V e
o It was noted that motivation and certain other pe;tinent aspects |
would aléo be gonside red but that his admitted.previous lies and exag-
gerations would not per se warrant a conclu;sio-n that 1\(IOSENKO .isbA'not a
""bona fide defector."
e L ~ The foilowing is a list of the areas considered pértinent and which
are being given spécific consideration, Attached is a sépafate section
" containing remarks in regard to the designated areas of A - H,
A, Is NOSENKO identical to the person whom he claims

to be?

B. Is the claimed KGB career of NOSENKO plausible?

-,
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C. Has NOSENKO given an acceptable explanation of
his ‘rric}ﬁivation in contacting CIA in 1962 and for his
“defection in 19647

D. 1Is the information furnished by NOSENKO to CIA .
cpﬁéefning KGB 0pe\f§t-iohs, personalities, and orga;ni-
zation rea___ézoi:;b,ly commenéurate with his claimed‘ KGB
'c‘a.;'eerv'v? | |

~E., Can the ifnforrhat’io_n furnished by NOSENKO be con-

sidered in toto as hav'ihg resulted in ma'te‘ria.l da.ina.ge
 to t;he KGB and/or'has the information furnished by |
R (Q‘ : ' NOSENKO been of signific’:anf benefit i:o Western Iﬁtelli-
S | gence? | |
F. Is there evidence of KGB deception or ''give away'" in
informé.tion furnishlled by N.OSENKO which would ﬁarrant-
a conclusion that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB?
G. Is there evidence of a political or any other type objective
“which could justify a dispatch of NOSENKO by the KGB
with permission to spéak freely to CIA concerning his
knowledge of the KGB and without NOSENKOQO being given
a specific mission or missions?

‘a )
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H. Is there é._nV evidence that the contacts of NOSENKO,

in 1962 or in 1964 with CIA were known to the KGB
prior to his defection or that NOSENKO was .eve:; briefed

by the KGB relative to his behavior or KGB ébjectiﬁe's

‘du‘r‘i'.ng these contacts or after his defection?
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A. IS NOSENKO IDENTICAL TO THE PERSON

WHOM HE CLAIMS TO BE?

T - v ¢
r N _Ex:!t.-cz; rr.j:r: gfimauc ’ . Gd G 10 2 5
S Ly R E

uowasradizg ang
teclassifieation




0000

P ]

SECREL

| ’ A, | Is NOSENKO identical to thé person whom he claims to be?

| During interviews NOSENKO has furnished detailed information in regard
to his family, ‘his activitieé as a youth,l the schools he attended, assoc~
iates of his father and mothef, and hi;s owﬁ associates. The period

1 . under consideration in this section is the period preceding his entry

. into the First Department, Second Chief Directorate, MVD, “in mid-

March 1953,

Information furnished by NOSENKO concerning his father and
mother and his ‘early life, together with other information such as a
comparison of photographs of NOSENKO and a photograph of his father
and confirm;ad travel of his mother to Western Europe in 1956 with
- Madame KOSYGINA, con;lusively establish that he is Yuriy Ivanovich

NOSENKO, the son of Ivan Isidorovich NOSENKQ, the Minister of Ship-

building in the USSR prior to his death in 1956, This is also satisfactorily
supported by personal~-type information furnished by NOSENKO concern-

ing other associates of his father and mother,

Since, as indicated above, there is considered to be no doubt
that Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKOQ is the son of the former Minister of

Shipbuilding, a detailed study of his life prior to 1945 (age 18) is of
E (S . .
fCRET (001025
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litfle or no value in assessing the bona fides or non-bona fides of
NOSENKO. An expose of his youthful_inciiscretions .- 6£ which he_haé
admitted a number, is of no impoi‘t in a discussion of whether NOSENKO
was or was not dispatched by the KGB. Obtaining ény collateral .first-.

hand information in regard to NOSENKO before 1945 would be of

: 4"negl'igib1e value, but there actually is supporting information from
‘ Nikolay ARTAMONOV, a defector from the Soviet Navy, concerning

the claimed attendance by NOSENKO at a military-naval preparatory

H

school in Leningrad,

NOSENKO, during curreht interviews, has stated that he grad-

‘uated from the Institute of International Relations in 1950 and had

attended the Institute since 1945, He has explained that he should have'
gradﬁa.ted in 1949 since it was a four-year course, but failed the final
examination in Marxism and therefore was requiréd to attend the Institute
for a longer period of time and again take his final examinations.

Based on information furnished by NOSENKO concerning co=
students and the Institute, there is no reason to doubt that he actually
attended and graduated from the Institute of International Relations in
1950. The previous controversy in this matter was complicated by
NOSENKO who., in 1964 after his defection, stated in a biography that

he had graduated from the Institute in 1949, Actually this statement

$0U1027
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~ 1949. NOSENKO explained that this ché.nge in his date of graduation

 caused him to pre-date his actual entry into Navy Intelligence to 1950

-

SECRET

by NOSENKO in 1964 resulted in conflicting information since NOSENKO

on 9 June 1962 during his first contact with CIA had stated that he
""completed the Institute of International Relations in 1950. " ,NOSENKO

has given the explanation that he changed the date of his graduation to

1949 becéuse he did not wish to admit that he had failed to graduate in - o

f' T
B LT e,

_instead of 1951 and his actual entry into the KGB from 1953 to 1952.

The above action by NOSENKOQ is included in what NOSENKO ha.é |
characterized as his ''stupid blunders.' The latter is a rather apt
characterization of his now admitted lies and exaggerations but is not

evidence that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB. It is evidence of

- a certain per‘sonality trait of NOSENKO who has in the past by his own

admission tended to enhance his importance and astuteness by graphically -

portraying his personal participation in KGB activities concerning which

he had knowledge but did not personally participate.
The claimed service of NOSENKO in Navy Intelligence during
March 1951 to early 1953 in the Far East and the Baltic areas has been

seriously questioned in the past. Specific comments on this period of

SFCD-—-.- - 001028
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time are contained in a sepafate section of this summary, but it is
considered that the recent interviews of NOSENKO satisfactorily sub-
stantiate his claimed service in Navy Inte>lligence during March 1951
to eariy 1953, |

Attached is a typed copy of a ;handv_vritten memorandum completed
by NOSENKO on 31 October 1967. This 'is a biographical statement con-
cerning his life and KGB caréér. No effort‘has been made to correct
grammatical errors or spelling since to do so would be-i.n conflict with

the manner in which current interviews were conducted; namely, to give

" NOSENKO an opportunity to recount his life and activities to permit a re-

examination of the entire case. The comprehension and fluency of
NOSENKO in the English language was adequate for interview purposes
in October 1967 and both have materially improved since that time.

Interviews of and memoranda prepared by NOSENKO since

31 October 1967 have not indicated any material discrepancies with the

statements of NOSENKO in the attached memor’andum. One change that
has been miade by NOSENKD is that he now dates his transfer from the
First Department, Second Chief Directorate (SCD), KGB, to the Seventh
Department, SCD, as occurring in the latter part of May 1955 rather
than June - July 1955 as indicated in the attached statement. NOSENKO

also now dates the period in which an unsatisfactory '"characterization"

4 . 0001029 |
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B (personnel evaluation) was prepared on NOSENKO in March - Ap:c.'i..l—’
1_955 rather than May - June 1955. Since the unsatisfactory personnel
report was dire-ctly related to his transfer to the Seventh Department,
neither of the above changes are considered to be of a significant nature,
An ‘effort has been made during current interviews to differentiate between

. errors due to faulty memory é.nd'disci‘-epancies indicative of deception by

' NOSENKO.

Attachment: = - °
31 Oct 67 Memo

5 o 4004030
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T é oL ULE | . T
R i o ( o o ' : Operational Memo #'N?-Z‘
. |\ SUBJECT: NOSENKO, Yuri Ivanovich |
PO ¢ :
il i
il : | | S I
e The following is a typed copy of a handwritten memorandum
i :;'ifurmshed by Subject on 31 October 1967, followmg a request on. !
.:30 October 1967: . :

I NOSENKO, George, was born 30 October 1927 in the c:.ty
zf’"N:.colaev. Ukrame.

My famlly- the father - NOSENKO, -Ivan, b. 1902 was workmg '

!
|
v,
L

at thé ahipbmlding plant and studied at the shlpbuzldm‘g 1nst:.tute, whxch 5 o ' .
;j.he ﬁmshed in 1928 the mother - NOSENKO Tamara (nee MARKOVSKI), .

b, 1908, 2 housewife; the brother - NOSENKO, Viadimiry b. 1944, a ?:

“student,
In S-epternber 1934 I began to study in the school (0 cb-la.ss‘) but .:’
studied a short period of time because m October ';;vith the mother wént’_
E - in Leningr;d where the father was working at the shipbuilding plant,
. ;,. "Sudsmech" from summer 1934, In Nicolaev I was living at the Street
Nicolgk_i 7.. All relatives of my family were living also in Nicolaev.
In Leningrad I was living with parents iﬁ three pla.cés till 1938:
at t?‘le Stregt Stachek (1934 - summer 1935}, St. Canal Qf Griboedov,
154 ('1935-1938).’ ‘St-. M. Gorky (short period in 1938). ~From 1935 till
S,.,CRZ"
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L v : 1938 I studied at the schools, which were close to my places of living. 3

i

B

I £J.n1shed 6th class and went w1th parents to rest to the south (Sochx)

B but'sp_on began the war and we returned in Moscow,

In October 1941 I with my mother went in the evacua.txon in’

: Chehabmsk (Ural), where I finished 7th class in spring 1942. In

. July-Aug\ist we returned in Moscow,

In August I entered in the Moscowite military-navy special

(e E;_:schéol, ‘which was evacuated in Kuibyshev, where I finished 8th class

. school must be evacuated from Kuibyshev in Achinsk (Siberia) and I

where I was studying at the second course (9th class). In this school |

. I twice tried to be sent as a volunteer to the front but failed, Soon

R

SLODCT

\JL Ji c._,‘j

i '::_,'_I was contmumg to study at the school 585 (St. B, Polianka). In 1941

' home, 'In 1942 (summer) I went with the mother in city Gorki and in .

i “in summer 1943 and a.ftér that I arrived on a leave in Moscow., This |

. did not want to go there, With the help of father I was accepted in the

Baku's military-navy preparatory school and in August went in Baku,

In 19.38 the father beganAto'work in Moscow and soon I with the mother ':"-.' '
!l} i ‘«‘“-'went to live in Moscow in the end of thls year. :_ o Cw -
§ S

:

X
‘ . v .
{ "In Moscow we were liv'mg at the St. Serafimovich, 2. Here . 5

¥

. . Cheliabinsk I lived in the poselok ChTZ, being there I tried to run to ‘

D the f:o'nt.ivith my playfellow BUSKO, but we were caught and returned.
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L school, which was located in Leningrad. In August of 1944_ I went m

I '?_.Lenir‘xgra.d. A

~: mﬁntgs. : In November I wounded by chance the left hand and wag put
' in the navy hospital, When I was in the hospital I decided not to return e
'.in the school but to finish 10th class in Leningrad about wHé.t I have =
' written a létter to my father asking his help apci agreement ;vvit}i such-:;."?
rhy decision, With the hélp of the father's friends I quited with th’e schpél -
‘and entered in @he shipbﬁilding college on the second course in ‘Jam.'xar'irlvi;- |
.1945 and studied there till'fhe end of May., The WWII ﬁnishéd ;.né it
~ decided to return to MoséoQ. The director of the shipbuilding college
" had given me a document that I studied in this college at the second |

" course and finished this course (though I was not passing exams). In : : -

\ ’ Y.
x,x.l'" . UL—\J‘.‘_‘A $ o N'

vy

' w
:

ﬁafter;th;a.t I run with a friend (RADCHENKO) home in Moscow (January * |

q _1944)'. In MAoscow I studied at the courses (Russian word), finished I o

9th class and was accepted again in the military~-navy preparatory ' : '

- 5 . . : '4 . ' - . | .
i All cadets of this school were sent to forest (about 200 lm.

Togt

EAE S

Epd
fitlo
H

[

Leningrad I was living in the hostel of this college (St. Tolmachev).
In May 1945 I arrived in Moscow and was living with parents

(St. Granovski, 3).

i
i
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! In summer 1945 there was created the institute of the intex=
i -

'/ national relations in Moscow and in J uly I entered in this institute.

. In July my father went in Germany with the group of engineers

and he took me (I received a temporary rank of a senior lieutenant,

-1 documents and a uniform).

, - In 1945-1950 I studied at the institute. In 1946 I acquaintedl: . -

| i --'with a girl - Shishkc{v\‘\L}/YIA, student of the medicine institute. I

- was i,nbldse'_ relations with this girl, because of the pregnancy I married "

. “,_ her a;rid she made an abort. My parents were against the marriage and "

. we did not live together and we soon divorced, In the end of 1946 I was

. .acqual nted with Telegin AUGUSTINE and was going to marry her, re- i
|7 ceived a flat in 1947 (St. Mira - former lst Uecyehckad, 162/174). In
. November her father, General TELEGIN, was arrested, but I married '_'_ <’

her. The marriage was not successful, I foundout about her close -

' '} . -relations with the brother, and the child-girl was born with pathologicalil "

‘changes., I}Wéé not the father of this child, After that I broke with her
| }. and we were living separately (end of 1948 - beginning 1949). |

_In spring 1950 before state exams in the institute was working
.the commissién, which was deal ing with future works of the.students of

my 5th course, I expressed a wish to work in any military organization

- 6001034
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SR “and soon I was invited to visit personnel department of MGB (Ministry :
: i 'of State Securitj'). But MGB did not accept me, After that with the = - o 3
i O N ' L
ol TR R . ‘ : . )
o help of the father I began to deal with the personnel department of the .\ - !
J o mtelhgence of the ministry of military navy concermng my future work
W A% 3

Paesmg state exams I failed Marx:.sm-Lemmsm and thh &

group cf fails I wae pas’sing’ state exams once.more. In October 1950
I fm:.ahed the mst:.tute and recewed a dxploma.

AR,

- ro I was accepted in the navy :mtelhgence in'the 13 of March 195_111_:&; ,
ahs K:Z;Jand in March 17 went by a train to Soviet Harbour (1nte111gence of 7th

B - Fleet, as an interpreter of the information department). Before goingj;,‘-' :

L ‘.':Aro the Far East I began my divorce with the former wife, |
~ At the end of April 1952 I went on a leave in Moscow. Imznediaf.eiy
i ~ after returning in Moscow I had a blood cough out, In the middle of May
j 'v:l:I weat te a. tuberculous sanatoriurn rrot;far'frem Moscow. In July‘I :
*" finished my treatment and returned in Moscow, Because of the healt}; ) e

. I could not return back to the Far East and the pe:.cwsonnell department of

i the navy intelligence sent me to Baltic Sea (as a senior interpreter of

- the navy intelligence point of the intelligence of 4th Fleet = in Sovietsk,

Kaliningrad's dietrict) .

Wh_en I studied at the instifute I as all the students received a

rank of junior lieutenant of administrative service after finishing the

"*‘C@i JS
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aec'orfid ?courae in 1947. In 1951 the ministry of navy had given»me also
" the rank of junior lieutenant when I was accepted in the navy intelligence. L

'In September~October 1952 I'received_ a' rank of lieutenant, :

) ;o d'o-1 'Besifle's this the climate was pot good for my héaith and I &écidledf
| to change the job. With this purpose before new year at the end of 195Z
. t;olé 3 leave and Wént to Moscow. iénué.ry 'llI was with my parents .
at thei éyening party é.t the cotta;ge of General MGB KOBULOV;. wh?:oin 1‘, .

: ; did not lnow before, but I knew his son-in-law Vahrushev Vasili ~a - i

O éwas thinking abpﬁt change of the job. KOBULOV was speaking with maj, ' RS

.~ on this theme and propose we work and his help in MGB, but nothing

. 'head of the pérsdnnel department of the navy intelligence KALOSHIN I 2

‘where I was in 1952, In the days of funeral of STALIN I has come to

' Moscow and visited the ministry where my father was working, There o

Y ‘ GiLviisd

¥
P
H
{
b
]

In Sovietsk the work was not interested and for me it Was nothing ~ " -

T
Lt

[

former student and:my friend., I told him about my jbb and that now I  . R

s

more definite was said about niy work., This month I reported to the

about my decision and that I will be working in MGB.

" In the end of January I went again in the tuberculous sanatorium, . -

I have seen General KOBULOV who has come to the father and he said
that he would settle my question concerning my job., After several days

“in the middle of March I have received a telephone call from MVD to

001036
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"1 .11 come t6 KOBULOV. There Ihave spent about two hours in the re=" = &

:":_. - ; s . : :‘ . . - ’
. ;-f" , i . ception room of KOBULOV, but he was too busy and his assistant
ol

, : i‘ ii SAVITSKI aent me to the Deputy of the Ch1e£ of the Second Dlrectory i

; : 'f 1 . ;;_."j“' L . .

; ki "SHUB\II.AKOV who told me tha.t there was s1gned an order and Iwas. SR

accepted in the 1 department of 2 ch:.ef d1rectory as a case oifxcer. - ‘ .

o (who was a.ctmg as the ch1e£ of 1 Department because the cluef of the

o department KOSLOV. Ana.toh, wasg appomted to the epec1a.l depa.rtrnent P

of extraordmarzly affairs (mvestxgatmn) e SHUBNI.AKOV a.nd

. V'GORBATENKO aald to me that I would be workmg in the 1 sectmn of .

-

.

P
H

1,
g
i
i

b
1.
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e
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- , " the depa._rtment. 'I‘hen I w1th GORBA’I‘ENKO went to the 1 department

was acquainted with the chief of section KOSLOV, Veniamin, KOSLOV

" told me that I will be working against the American correspondents, - ;':-:-‘jj i

showed me room, my desk and acquainted with the officers, who were

“‘.'*“'..working in this room: KUTIREV, RACOVSKI, GROMOV and TORMos'on.tf'
._ - , o " The last officer must give files on the correspondents and agents, I! fft -
- was aaid to come next day‘ and ’began to work,

When 1 was ;esting in the tuberculous sanatoriim I acquainted

with KOJEVNIKOV, Ludmila, a student of the Moscowite University,

and in June 1953 we married: Before it I was living with my parents“ h

- . at St. Gorky, 9, but after marriage was living with the wife at
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S St. Séraﬁmovich, 2 (the flat of her pai‘ents). In 1955 I recewed a flat
SERNE R
AR at St. -Narodnya, 13 where was living with my fam11y.

FRY IR -'.‘"' i

Lo E In 1954 I contracted a disease (gonorrhea) and on the a.dvme it
y R - - ‘

of the frzend IVANOV went to medxc pomt at St.. Neghunya.. Doctorq, i
‘:(‘A"'askec} to show a document, Ihad with me only MVD certifica.t_:e‘ and an,

e

,6péra:ti;e’ pas'spb“rt and showed them the passport. . _Do‘ctors,'ha.-d‘ givéﬁ .

‘:'m.-é‘aztreatme:lxt', af}‘;er that tW:’@&e thé}; made tests :;nd aAsked tq:cbmé Once
fnore," but I didno%: coﬁe. T‘he.y wanted to see 6nce m§re énd l'a.ént a 'A
"“i;;.'IIett»er- to the pla.ce of work | which was wrltten in the passport The L
plant with MVD found out about it,  The deputy of the ;:hxef, SHUBNIAKOV
" ..was speakmg thh me, I had written mY explanation, and pumshed by the '
Ach1ef of the 2 d:u:ectory, FEDOTOV - 15 days of arrest. 'I‘he komaomol!gl ‘(  ‘ ’
o E _ '-‘Af'_'orgamza.tmn algo pum.shed me, I recewed a strict repri;;;and ahd'wési . .»if ‘
' : freed of the head of kom;orﬁol's organiz'aﬁon‘ of éhe 2 chief .diregtox;. 3
' I was a member of komsomol's orgari'maﬂ-c;nfrorﬁ_ October 1943..:'

SR In the end of 1954 before leaving komsomol (because of age) the komsdx;no'l, E

71" organization of KGB took off this strict reprimand.

In 1955 on all officers of the 2 chief directory were written '
' characterizations (May-June), In my characterization was written that 4
I did not appropriate to the 1 departrnent 2 chief directory. In .Tuhe--- :

.:uly Iwas appomted to the 7 depa.rtment 2 chief d1rectory as a case S

- 8001038
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« officer ‘of 2 section. This section was new created (the work against

‘\

- ¥
t
i
!
ih
it
-

o toﬁrists). “The fc"hief of 7 department - PERFILIEV, the chief of the '

By sec;;on GUSKOV, L . | S
- : S A , .
4 ; - " In 1956 Iwae accepted as a cand1date in the Commumat Party, L
soon recewed a rank of a senior heutenant a.nd got a. promotlon e a i

~_:} In 1‘505;3i I1was a'cceptedvin the Pa:ty as a mémber,.’ T

.

In August 1956 my father dzed.
In 1957 or 1958 I was promoted a deputy chief of 2 section. In
“7th department I was workmg till 1960 and in January 1960 was sent to '-

work as a deputy ch1e£ of the 1 sect:.on in the 1 department 2 chxef

dzrectory (chxef of the 1 department, KLIPIN, Vla.d. ' ch1e£ of the o

£ 1 section - KOVSHUK).

My family was consist of the wife and two daughters: Oksana, .

born in 1954, and Tamara, born in 1958, Oksana was ill (bronchial '11 a ‘

>as‘thm_a) from 1957 and almost every year till 1963 ‘2-3,montha was in o
‘ ?' hospital's.‘ In 1960 I'was thinking about change (temporary) pia.ce of - | i
1iving and there was a possibility to go to work in 2 departments KGB
in Lvov and Odessa, But there was another question. if I go from Moscow’ _' a
1 would lose the flat in Moscow. At this time thé chief of the section of

2 department. "PIATROVSKI, proposed to me to go to WOrk in Ethmpxa

CDbiLJJ




14-00000

(counter-intelligence work among Soviet specialists in Ethiopia), The

i ° chief of 2 ch1ef dlrectory agreed and the questmn was almost dec1ded

»oif o "but in the last moment the personnel de

partment of KGB did not agree. ;Z;‘ -

P 1 The Teasons were the case of 1954 (111ness and use of the passport for G

B that dnnk and on thls base have quarrele thh the wife)., ‘

I was workmg in the 1 department till 1962 In January 1962

P I was appomted aga:.n ih«the 7 department as the chief of the 1 eectxon

(work agaxnst tourists from the USA and Canada)
In December 1959 I got a rank of a captain,

" When I began to work in the 7 department I knew that soon I,."

must be promoted 2 deputy chief of the department, when would free IR

. . a place « the deputy chz.ef of department BALDIN was prepar;ng to go S

to work in easstern Germany.

In July 1962 I was appoznted the deputy chief of 7 department S

b (the chief of the department was CHELNOKOYV) and here I was workmg Pl

till January 18, 1964,

During my Work in MVD-KGB I did not study in any school,

only in 1953« 1954 was visiting courses of foreign languages of MVD- :

KGB at St, Kiselni,

6I010¢y
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' i § Five times I was sent abroad: In 1957 I was in England with ’a'-:»‘ x
i»_ )! ; sportfdelegatmn,v m- 1958 wa.s a.ga.m in England with a sport delegatmn,‘ ’ -
{ ‘; [ .57 in 1960 Iwas in Cuba with a delega.tmn of spec1a11sts of nickel mdustry;'; '. :
E Workmg in MVD KGB every year I had leaves for rest. In_. SO B
P 1§53 W1th the w1£e I was restmg in the tu'berculous sana.tor:.um. In 1954 ' :
'! I waslw:tth the famﬂy at the cottage. In 1955 I was restmg at the cottage. : |
;“*- i“' '4 In March 1956 I was restmg thh the w1fe in Karlovi Vary, Czechoslovakla .:-'5
f In 1957 1was in Lemngrad two weeks with the w1fe and then rested a.t
“ ‘ : "‘the cottage. In 1958 I was ,r.estmg at the‘cottage, In 1959 I w:.th the w:.fe g
.‘rested ;n Sochi, ‘In January-February 1960 1 rested thh the wife in ks !

- Kislovodsk, In 1961 - August - 1 rested with the wife and daughters in
'\' i Nicolaev‘. In October 19621 rested with the wife in Sochl. In July‘ ‘963 '

I rested w:.th the w:.fe and daughters in Anapa, '. I " o i

Cou1CaL
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B. Is the claimed KGB career of NOSENKO plausible? Inthe = .

past the theory has been advanced that NOSENKO was never an o-ffi_c.e_r -

in the KGB. Information of a detailed nature from NOSENKO concern-

ing the KGB, partic‘ula:.riy the Second Chief Diréctorate, has been 80
‘ . exte;xsivé as to invalidate a.ng'r’ confention that he was not a KGB ;)fﬁc.er.
It is considered that NOSENKO was a KGB cﬁ'ficer in the claimed
% Departments during the claimed periods of time and sérved in the claimed
positions in each Department. It is .interesting to note that NOSENKO h‘é.s
" not materially varied in his statements in regard to the above since his
original contact in June 1962 (with the exception of his change to 1.952_ as .
" date of his entry into the .KGB and then later reverting to the date given |
in 1962). There have been some variations in dates of a minor nature,
as indicated elsewhere in this sumrﬁary, but these are of month or day ]
of transfer from one Department to another and not considered critical
or evidence of deception, NO.SENKO has admitted previously giving false

information in regard to rank and medals, but his basic story concerning

® SECRET 6001043
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‘career of NOSENKO:

his KGB career today is not significantly different from the fragmentary _: :

version he gave in June 1962,

Baéically the following is now considered to have been the KGB

Mid-March 1953 - late May 1955, First Section,

%

© First Department, SCD
Late May 1955 - D:e.c‘ez;nbe’r ';‘95'9 .(1958'"-‘-} D_ecembe:.; -
| 1959 - Dépﬁty Chiéf of .vSection)i Seventh
'Departfne;;f, SCD .‘
” January 1960 - December 1961; Deputy Chief of . | .
Section, ‘First Sectioh; First Department,
scp
January 1962 - July 1962, Chief of First Section,
| Seventh Dépai‘tment, SCD
July 1962 - J'anuary. 1964, Dep\;.ty Chief of Seventh‘
Department,I SCD |
(NOTE: The term Deputy’v Chief is Being ﬁsed throughout this
summary, but the better terminology probably is "Deputy to Chief, "
The position of "Deputy Chief' in United States Government parlance,

including CIA, is not synonymous with the term ''Deputy Chief" as used

2 . 6001044
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in‘Soviet organizations and more specifically in the KGB. As an ‘e'xa.mpl‘e,
a Chief of Department in the KGB or the Chief of a Residehtura. abroad
may have 2, 3 or even 4 deputies, one of whom is given the title of

First Deputy. This particular deputy acts in the absence of the Chief

o.f Depaftment and in general has aﬁpervisory functions over all the

B Dep#rtrnen‘t- s;actions. The exf:eption to the 1atter is when th.ve C:hief_of.v

' .~‘bep'artxnent refains direct s.upervision qyer'what‘he. maj coﬁside?.thé .
‘most important séction'. '.Of‘hezf deputies have sﬁpérﬁsory functio'hs 4only-' L

. over designated sections or organizational components. )

Dﬁring current interviews and in prepared memoranda, NOSENKQ

has furnished detailed information which it is considered substantiates

"his claimed positions in the KGB, Detailed remarks on these topics are |

¢ - . R
contained in separate sections of this summary.

It is realized that GOLITSYN, althoﬁgh confirming that NOSENKO

: was a KGB officer in both the First Department and Seventh Depaftment,

SCD, has stated that NOSENKO remained in the First Department until
circa 1958 and that NOSENKO was not Deputy Chief of the First Section,
First Department, in 1960, It is impossible to correlate this information

with the above indicated opinion that NOSENKO left the First Department

" in late May 1955 and was Deputy Chief of the First Section, First Depé.rt-l'-

ment, in 1960, nor is an adequate explanation of these variances available
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at this time, On the other hand, it is not reasona;ble_that NOSEI;IKO
would lay claim to the title of Deputy éhief of thé First Section, Fi:st'
vDepartrne;snt,A 1f this were nét true when he ciearly knew of the visits of
GOLITSYN to the First Sectlon in 1960 - 1961 and of hxs conferences |
' with officers closely assocxated w:th NOSENKO at that time.
NOSENKO has also ment:oned a number of officers of the SCD , o
: ;-or férmer off;cers ‘of the SCD who,transferred to the FCD with whom |

he was personally acQuainted and who were also known to GOLiTSYN.

_ A number of these officers were officers from whom GOLITSYN has
stated he o‘b»ta.inAed certgin iﬁfoimatioﬁ or through whom he became aware
of certain acéivities including Yladisla.v M. KOVSHUK, Gennadiy I.
GRYAZNOV, T'V_’ladimir Ivanovich PETROV, Yuri& 1. GUK, Viaéimir
A. CHURANOV, Yevgéniy GROMAKOVSKIY and Vadim V. KOSOLAPOV.
The statement of NOSENKO that although he had heard of
GOLITSYN he had never"persoriany met GOLITSYN, stands in conflict
with the staﬁeménts okaOLITSYN that he, GOLITSYN, had met and
.talked with NOSENKO in the SCD in the late 1950's, The description
of GOLITSYN of this meeting is that of a casual encounter in the halls
rather than a specific officé visit. .In light of this, the absenée of an.y'
reason why NOSENKO from his i)oint of view should rAemember. such

an encounter and the absence of any reason for NOSENKO to lie on this

06001046

4

SECRET




Suinsi

iséue, it is eminently reasonable to conclude thaf the encouﬁtér i;;aok
place but that .NOSENKO simply has no re;:ollection of it. Thefg is
' no reason to attach significance to this lapse of memory,
The previous opinioﬁ that NOSENKQ did Vn‘otA'hol_dAthe cla’.iﬁne& o
vpc;o.sitl:i_on of‘Depuf;y Chief,‘ First 'Sgctioz}, First Depa;rune#t, during 1960 -
) \ A 1961 has had tﬁe mbst merit in the confrove:sy over his stafementé B

~ relative to his KGB career. This particular aspect will be covered in

detaii m another section, but of note at this tfzfxe is' the controversy -
over what duties the position of Deputy Chief of Sectionl in the SCD, K»GB’ '
- B entails or does not entail. It is a fruitless exercise to attempt to judge |
whether N-QSENKQ was Deputy Chief of the First Section m 1960 - 1961
on the basis of whether his knowledge of the total activities of 'che'f‘i'rs;‘.v
Section was commensurate with the knowledgé of a‘D_eputy Branch Chief _
_ ‘ ‘in CIA in regard to the activities of the entire Branch,

Whether NOSENKO was a Deputy Chief of Section in the SCD,
KGB, must be judged on the basis ofvwhat were the duties of a Deputy
thief of Section in the SCD and in particular what were his duties in
the particular lass_ignment. The organizational structure of the KGB
may or may not have somé similarities to the organizational structure

of CIA, but any similarities are surely not such as to permit a judgment

(%))
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as to whether NOSENKO held a certain claimed position on the basis

‘of a comparison of his activities and re_spozisibilities with that inherent

in a somewhat similar position in CIA,

. One of the most important differences between United Sta.t‘es" o

agencies or organizations, including CIA, and the bureaucratic structure

-ow

of agencies or 'ofganizéﬁoné in the USSR; inéludingrfhe KGB, is the ‘
i éalary structure. Pay of a KGB foiéer is based on military rank and

on actual position held with an additional pei-éentage increase for lon'gev.ity-

and language qualificatidn. Actual position held is important from a
mohetary viewpoint in addition fo the prestige. As an. exainple; the
diffe;ence in monthly salary between a c:.%ptaj.n and a major is 'twenty »
rubles and tl}e differencg ‘in salary »bet.ween a Senior Case Officer and

a Deputy Chief of Section is also twenty rubles. An increase in military

rank alone has limited pay advantages, as for example a Lieutenant

Colonel who is only a Senior Case Officer receives less pay than a major -

who holds the position of Chief of Section.,

During current interviews, an effdrt has been made to obtain
from NOSENKO statermnents concerning his responsibilities in the varioug
claimed positions, The judgment on whether he held or did not hold

the various claimed positions, in view of the absence of any factual

o
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| supporting or refuting information, has necessarily been based to a

considerable degree on the logic of the statements made by NOSENKO.

Admittedly this is not the most satisfactory way of resolving the

questions, but it is the only method possible at this time.
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C. HAS NOSENKO GIVEN AN ACCEPTABLE EXPLANATION OF

HIS MOTIVATION IN CONTACTING CIA IN. 1962

AND FOR HIS DEFECTION IN 196472

' cROGP 1. TaTar i g s
- S E N R ET Excladed irom gubmalic GO Ui(" ‘)O
{J! ¢amngrading aad

geclassification




SECRET

C‘. Has NOSENKO given an .acce'p'ta.ble ‘éxpvla.natidn"of his

motivation in contactmg CIA 1n 1962 a.nd for hls defectlon in 19647 - Of

the exght 11sted categorxes whmh are being gwen spec1£1c cons1derat10n_ -

IA in the matter of the bona fzdes of NOSENKO thzs ca.tegory is. probably

the most d1ff1cu1t in whzch to present a log1cal posa.txon w1th factual
support. There are too ma.ny intarigible ‘as'ﬁéct's ‘involved a?_md a,lthough
motivation is an ir;nportant fa'ctonr,' fﬁll resolution of thé q;otiva.tion
problem is not a paramount factor in deciding whether ﬁOSENKO is or

is not a dispatched agent. . NOSAENK.O‘ c'ouid have cont;aéted this Agency in - 4

1962 and defected in 1964 without KGB knowledge and yet even at thifs' Laté

" date have failed to disclose some important events of a personal nature .

which actually were important ingredients in his ultimate decisibn.-
Defectors are humans and have at least the normal reluctance to admit
unfavorable information which théy consider of a personal nature. |

On 31 October 1967 NOSENKO, following a request, furnish_ed a
handwritten memorandum on the t;opic of his motivation, a typed copy of
which is attached. The memorandum, | although not gramma.tica.ily correct,

is quite understandable and is worthy of review. The tenor of the memo-

randum is one of increasing disillusionment with the Soviet regime.

v —
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NOSENKO and others of hié generation.have lived in a Soviet society

. th:_'ou‘ghoutl their eﬁti_re lives, The'en'i'r.ironmeht is an impoita.nt fz;l.ctor

of iﬁluehce in the life of ‘a.n indiviaual and true disillusioﬁment is at

,'?l‘:?est us;ué.ll)} a V‘gradua.l"iaro‘c.e-ss. ix;x thch mé,ny fa;dtors,. s'omeuzl:ecv:qgniz-ed-
4anc'1 éor;xe .vnot reé‘o‘g’ni'z.ed" bythe indiviaua.l, have played a role .ix_x va.rymg .
'degrees.‘ . | | o | |

NOSENKO, until 1955 and possibly until the death of his father

jin August 1956, could be compared to the profligate son of wealthy

parents in the United States who finally graduates from colle ge and obtains

o
e
i
H
sl
cl
ts
1
.
i

‘) - employment i)erhaps in the firm of his father without actually earning any >'of

_thg luxuries he has enjoyed. Th_e]fathér 6f NOSENKO was not only wealthy
3 by Soviet standards but also held a high government pbsition. The -
i ' , influence of his father aﬁd fhe name of his father undoubtedly was an -
impoxrtant if not the most important factor in NOSENKO even being

permitted to enter the Naval RU and the KGB even though NOSENKO is

parﬁ.g_g;larly reluctant to admit, perhaps even to hixnself, that this was
the primary reason.

The above should not be construed as any reflection oﬁ the
actual intelligence of NOSENKO, but rather as an explanation of how

NOSENKOQO could have even entered the Naval RU and KGB. His

2, S GUOlLL
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performance in both prior to 1956 by his own admission was such that
he probably would have been summarily terminated if he had not been
the son of the capable, respected Minister of Shipbuilding. :

If a certam amount of specula.txon is permltted the

s o e e

' disiilusionment.of NOSENKO, who lost many personal. a.dvantages-'-__- ‘

\ ""—'-*\.*,____
follomng the death of h15 father mcludmg a personal automob:.le, may

have actually started soon. after the death of hls father. That NOSENKO

is undlsczphned is supported by hls adrnxss;.ons relauve to his hfe in-

the USSR and his behavmr both in 1962 in Geneva. and for a permd of txme :

after hls defectmn in 1964. NOSENKO was addicted toﬁwomen, liquor, and

‘the material things which can be purchased with money or obtained through

influence,

A question has been previously raised regarding his motivation

.in contacting CIA in 1962, particularly his} statement that he needed money .

and would sell "two pieces of information.'" NOSENKO has stated that he-
wanted to make a contact with the Americans, that he was not emo.tiorially
ready to defect, but that he subconsciously believed that if he made a
contact he would ble making an ultimate commitment {rom which he could

no longer retreat.
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NOSENKO has stated that he gave donsiderable thought to‘the
best way to contact the Americans so that he would be believed and not
rejected and came to the cox_lcluéion that h.e”would offer to sell some
' ,iﬁfqrm-étion._ NQSENKQ stated tﬁat #e-thoﬁght_-if‘he approa}ci:hed the
Americans stating he w#s a "KGB 'coﬁnterin_telligence officer WI;O .wa.nted'
'té' give information, ' he would not have bee’fx believed and would ha’v_?

been peremptorily rejected. NOSENKO stated he had difficulty deciding

how much money to ask-fo? and how to make tfxe approach, but finally
.'décidled to do it through {David{MKR;f(}whom the KGB considered was with |
, Axnérican Intelligence, | | |
Q | o The above statements by NOSENKOQO are not“i.n conflict with the
re'.cprd. NOSENKO did offer to sell "two pieces of information, " almost
hhrhediately gave more informatioﬁ, made no significant démands for |
mdney, and in fact his price for ”fwo pieces of information;' was

ridiculously low by American standards. NOSENKO has during current

 -interviews stated, as he first stated in 1962, that he had spent excessive

‘amounts of money in one or two riotous evenings. However, NOSENKO

has during current interviews stated that he could have covered his

éxpenditures by other means without receiving any money from the
‘/__*__‘____,__ e e e e e et s e ot T,

Americans,

- =
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NCSENKO has stated that the night before his departure»frox'n
Gensva to the USSR he gave serious thought to defection but was not
emotionally adapted to defect at that time. Following hias ra@m to the
Soviet Union, NOSENKIO, during a period of timo.v made his final

decision to defect at the first opportunity, realising that it meant

'lmlng his wife, ' children, ;:gd,oﬁapx mx&xborqoimi family fm the Ny

US3R.

Some aspects of the motivation of NOSENKO are obscure and
will probably so rcmaia I wmxld be preferable if an emidéhﬂod‘
cheno!ogy of all the factors involved could be §r§pured or -ii mn
certein obvious factors céum 'bc accmzely galinjutsd; Theses m both

impossible at this time and probably at any time ia the future. What

is im?ortant at this time is a decision 38 to whether the motivation of

NOSENKO wes basad on personal ressons with no implications of KGB
dispatch. It is considered that the explasation of NOSENKO coscerning
bis motivation 13 acceptable and that his Qtﬁtemant that no one except
the Americans wast aware of his contacts with the Americans in 1962
oz his intent o defect in i964 {s supported by other informatien of a

collateral nature., (See Sectlon I, X.)

Attachment:
Typed cpy Memo from NOSENXO




i -furnished by Subject on' 1 November 1967 £ollow1ng a request on
ke 31 Octo’ber 1967:; ot :

. the methods of the communist regime, the knowledge of the real foreign
and J’.nterioz-"p_olicies of the Soviet government and the faith in the right«. - 5

~ness of ,.the free world.

L S ! i
i Pl . Operational Memo # N=4 = .
: 3 SUBJEGT NOSENKO Yun Ivanovxch : a - o
]

" The following is a typed copy of a handwritten memorandum‘ L

. o
g

What were the motlf and the reasons whmh have led me. to '

the d?cision to breake with the Soviet Russia? The only definite is an’ "% o
undefatanding of the situation in the Soviet Russia, the knowledge of

It was not a decision which was accepted or could be accepted

in a month or a year. This decision was slowly growing in me, I ' g |
think that the beginning was in the studentship. . IR

Living with my parents and being in the circles of the parent's

and my acquaintances I knew more then there was written in newspapers .

and periodics and that was propagandized by radio and TV, Working in
the Far East and later being in trips in different regions and cities of .
Russgia I found out much better the life and conditions of the life of the

people of the Soviet Russia,
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SR feality how is living people.

L at the West and not returning in Russia, but only one thing was keeping /- § ~

. me =s my family,

. that period of the time there was going a big struggle in me to stay

g

|, When I worked 11 years in MVD-KGB I understood and found * -

. out véry many fhings, details and the real deal of the existing regime',' o

‘2 abou.tf'methods of the work.of MGB~-MVD-KGB and about their doings,; 5
. . <o B . : 3 . ’ ' U ...'

L Aabouti hundreds of thousands of the people of Russia who were (and

stili are) consider_ed. "politic’a.llY'.’dangé_r,o_u_s 'a,hd around whom w_ag- L
ia.nd éti'll is) going an a;g:tive work of éll organs KGB.

t

At the same time when I was several times abroad I have’ 7

', seen pera*onally the so-called "decay" at the West., Ihave seenin @ il

Several times when I was abroad I was thinking about staying’

‘In 1962 in Switzefland I made the acquaintance with thé‘. | i S

e Americans, From my part '"the sell of the in.formétion" was a real

show, I wés thiﬁking that they would not bel:j.eve melétherwis.e. 4In

' abroad .or to return home till the last days of living in Geneva and even -

Awhen Iwas returning home in Vienna, | |
In"1962-1963 I decided definitely that I did not want and could

not live more in the Soviet Russia, In this period of time I have done -

all my best to go as soon as possible abroad,

5001057
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i _ito_ leave the family for ever. - ' o KR '.‘{"":‘;‘ R

* And now in sj)it‘e of everything I do not regret,
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D. IS THE INFORMATION FURNISHED BY NOSENKO TO GIA
‘ .

CONCERNING KGB OPERATIONS, PERSONALiTIES,

| AND ORGANIZATION REASONABLY COMMENSURATE

WITH HIS CLAIMED KGB CAREER?
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D. 1Is the information furnished by NOSENKO to CIA concerning'

'KGB operations, personalities, and organization reasonably commen-

surate with his claimed KGB career? The conclusion is that the infor- -
mation furnished by NOSENKO cdnc‘erning KGB operations, personalities,
~and orga.niz‘afidh:iéwmdr'e than réaéonabiy commensurate with his claimed

. career in the KGB from mid-March 1953 to his defection in early February -

1964, | '  ‘ | e !
| In vzl'ea.chi”ng the a:.bove conclusion, coﬁéidéféﬁén has been givén |
to his claimed departmental assignments and clé.i;'ned pbsitions in each
department, . Certain all§wa.nce has been made for faulty»memory with
considerati§n being given to whether there 1s any indiéa.tion of deception
or.whether the failure to recall a particular item of interest éan logically
be attributed to the vagaries of the human mind. Therg is, of course, lnu
- accurate standard of rﬁeasurement which would permit a positive deter-
mination as to whether inability to recall certain details or events is
actually due to the fact that the human mind cannot recall all past events

or could be attributed to willful deception.
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An effort has been made to determine if there are any particular =
patterns or areas where NOSENKO has indicated he did not recall

specific matters or certain details, and no pattern or specific areas

“have bleven noted, - NOSENKO, in fact, has a-‘n unusualiy gbod memdrsr- e
Lé,s evid.enc'ed by the éxténsi%re'infd#fmatioﬁ £ur'nishe'd by NOSENKO Pu'rle‘iy ; 4

f;-pm régolleétion.- —In :additioq,‘f:ther.é h.‘a;s-"bgep .nc‘jl ma.ittierialAfel\'icvzéafnge“f :
onthepartof NOSENKO to d1scuss ﬁis éht;ife iif_‘.'e',' KGB ofﬁéerg he; '_hé..s

_known, KGB organization and procedures, or other topics of interest. o

NOSENKO has furnished considerable detail ci_:ncernin-g KGB
officers whom he has known at various periods in his:entire KGB career.

He has beern very consistent in information furnished and has frequently

" added certain details which he recalled at a later date,

Ceri‘ain remafks will be made in another section ir; 'regard: to
fhe volume and scoi)e §£ information furnished i)y NOSENKO. This in-.
formation is not selective, but is an excellent indicator that NOSENKO ”
was é.s signed to the First Departmenf. and Seventh Deéartmeﬁt, SCD,V. A
during the clairﬁed périods of time and held the claimed positions, Con-
sidérétion has been given to‘his various cl;.imed KGB assignments in

evaluating the information furnished in an effort to assess whether his

indicated knowledge was commensurate with his claimed position during

)  (0UL0861
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a particular périod of time or suggested the possibility that he did‘4not
occuéy the position which he claimed td have held. |
| It is considered that m:Eormatlon furmshed by NOSENKO supports
| | Kis claimed posztxons in the SCD. It ha.s not been poss1b1e ta substa.ntl.ally
| co:ﬁirm ~throU.ghi cdlla.tera;l s"'ou;"cesv' th_'at‘NOSE_NKO served i m_ ‘his claimed -
B .positions. - Neither hds it been ﬁo'ssiblia to Sbtain frdm otb.ef- soixr’cés an

_ holchng a.ny of the pos1t1ons NOSENKO clauned to ha.ve held after 1958 It

is felt.there can be no questmn that NOSENKO served in the capac1tles of
junior case officer, case officer, and senior case officer dufmg 1953 - 1957
As regards the duties and reéponsibi,lities' of a Deputy Chief of S_ection',"
Chief of Section, .a.nd Deput;r Chiéf of Department, and Whéther NOSENKO
held,ihese \vra;,rioﬁs‘ ciairhed fxositions, .Aa‘consi,d.el;a_blq .amo‘unt ;;f ‘p‘ersonal |
judgment has béen nécessary. This persoﬁal judgment has been made in
as judicial a manner as possible, with fuil knowledgve that any opinion in

| regard to the above is largely dependent upbn information frorﬁ NOSENKO.

. - NOSENKO has compiled detailed diagrams of the actual offiées

 he claims to have occupied and surrounding offices during the four pii-

mary periods of time: 1953 - 1955, 1955 - 1959, 1960.-— 1961, and 1962 -
) 1963'. He has prepared specific memoranda concerning his co-officers

3
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and other personnel, and changes of personnel, as well as dié.grams

of the offices of the Chief and Deputy Chiefs of the SCD during 1956 -

1964, This material is intérnally consistent, Furthermore NOSENKO

could not possibly have known that this detailed information could not

o

immed_iately be checked for accutacy, at least in part, with a source )

: . or another officer who has defected since mid-1964. If these diagrams

‘ and ﬁxemorandaﬁ were not relatively éorr_ect, NOSENKO, ﬁvho is quiée |

_‘aétute_ in.‘matte»,v‘rs}' of “‘tizax.intserihtelli_zgén'c‘ei, .Qﬂou]:d ha.rdvlyA hgwé voI{;ptaf.r;.l.y'
‘pre'paréd the mé.terial in ,such'detcl't'il. 4 i’his type of ihformation is
;éecuﬁarl;r adaptable fo;' anal}sis by a k?;bwledgeable sburc.e or by another
'defectoi' é.nd _cou_id, if not relatively 'c.:orrect,A permi}: ‘a. ra.thér positive con=-
. 1 _— clﬁsion ‘th:atv NOSENKO was lying or fabricating information.
| | ( NOSENKO has furnished quite specific ‘ihforma.tion' on KGB
opefations during the 1953 --,1955,. 1955 - 1959, 1960 ~ 1961, and 1962 -
'1963 periods of time.’ As might be expected, his speci-filc knéwlecige is
'_J_.(e_g‘s for the“19.53 - 1955 peﬁod; but his own personal sitﬁation and aﬁiﬁde _
: untxl 1955 - 1956, which are mentioned elsewhere, should be .gi.ven»
‘c’onsiderati:.m_l.» In é.ny event, he has furni.shed adequate information so
that his claimed assignment during 1953 -~ 1955 is considered sufficiently

substantiated even though his actual job performance undoubtedly

deserved a low rating.
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The knowledge of NOSENKO concerning cases, KGB operations,

and other officers can consiétently be related to his clé.imed depa.v::tment
and position'assignrr;ent during the 1953 to Jaﬂuary 1964 period. The :
scope of his knowledge'_ of his 6wr§ de_pai‘tmeriit"\.nhén ¢oqsidered ix_x'tétov
is broader _aﬂv:_er‘-1957.; tﬁa.n bgfo;e‘.,ﬁ which ié cor:np'a.tibl.e_ with.h'ié gla.im éf
§ inqxeased feéponsibilities. ' F.Hi's lqlowi;edée ‘of the wo.r]é of oﬂ;er deéarﬁnenté’
o of 'tﬁe SCD from the late 1'9‘5()‘";9*611"‘&'5 a]‘.-;s'c;‘ mc;ré exte.n"gi‘veb, whmh is -:a:-l.f.s‘q ‘.a.‘

further indication that NOSENKQ actually held the claiméd positions

during this period of time.
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. . \“E, CAN THE INFORMATION FURNISHED BY NOSENKO BE -

- CONSIDERED IN TOTO AS HAVING RESULTED

: IN MATERIAL DAMAGE TO THE KGB AND/OR HAS
THE INFORMATION FURNISHED BY NOSENKO BEEN OF
SIGNIFICANT BENEFIT TO WESTERN INTELLIGENCE?
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E. Can the information furnished by NOSENKO be considered -

in toto as having resulted in materizl demage to the KGB and/or has

"'the information furnished by NOSENXO been of significant benefit to =

* Western Intelligence? The conclusion in regard to both of the above.
_.questions is.affirmative, even though it is realized that ultimate loss !
- 'to the KGB and ultimate benefit to Western Intelligence aze both'partly &+ ..

 of an intangible nature and not susceptibie to accurate measurement.

NCSENKOQO has, as previously indicated, furaished volurainous
information during current and previous interviews. An accurate total .

of specific cases is not possible at this time and would at best be only =

an interesting figure, the actual significance of which would be marginal.

Praciically every interview with NCSENXOD, even at present, reveals

-7

. information of counferintelligence interest and it is expected that this

production can continue for a considerable period of time. Tuis sbould .

not be construed as an indication that NCSENXO is intentionally with-
holding information, but rather that stimulation of his memory through
normal questions and discussions has been and can continue to be

nroductive,




P

NOSENKO has furnished inforimation concerning perhaps(z\, OOQ)

KGB officers and|300\KGB agents or operative contacts (here the terms
agents or operative contacts are used <o refer to Soviet nationals),
mainly in the Second Chiei Directorate or internal KGB organizations.

However, he has identified approximately(250jformer or current Fixst

~ Chief Directorate ofiicers and there is a considerable exchange of

officers between the FCD and SCD. In addition, numerous oificers
of the SCD and other internal XGB organizations travel abroad: with
delegations, tourist groups, and as visitors to various major exhibitions

such as World's Fairs. It is impossible at this time to estimate the

number of KGB officers identified by NOSENKQO who have been outside

.

the Soviet Bloc since his defection or who will be out sometime in the

future,

There has been very little attempted exploitation of information

-furnishedfby NOSENKO concerning other XGB officers and, therefore,

the possible value of this information to United States Intelligence

ca.n;not be gstima;ted nor can tﬁe potential damage to the KGB be esti-
mated.

_ Disclosure of information concerning certain KGB officers would
be a necessary pért of any dispatch of a KG3 agent or officer.to. ihe

West either for purposes of contact with Western Intelligence for a

o . 6001067
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limnited perioda of time or for the placing of the individual in a defector
. status, However, identification of KGB officers or agents to Western
Intelligence is necessarily a matier of concern to the KGB and the ex-~

‘posure of the identities o approxim‘a_.teiy (2, 000 KGB officers and(several).

X\hqggre;d} KGB agents could not be considered of negligible impoxrtance.
Obtaining specific information in regard to KGB officers or
KGB assets is important to United States Intelligence and a comsider-

able amount of manpower and money is spent on this activity. Zven
acknowledging that it is much more difficult for CIA to obtain this type

of information about the KGB, which operates in a closed society, than

it is for the KGB to obtain the identity of CIA employees, it is believed

° 3

doubtful any reader of this summary would consider that the identifi-
. AN ' N 5
cation of(2, 000/ CIA employees andiseveral hundred)agent assets to

the KGB would be any less than a very serious compromise of valuable

“information,
Prior to tahe defection of NOSENKOQ, little was known of the

5

.organization of the SCD or other internal XGB organizations. The

information provided by NOSENKO conceraing both has been detailed
4.7,

and extensive, That this information is of value to the United States

4 o

intelligence community is hardly subject to dispute; although analysts

s
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can differ as to the weight which should be given to the value of this
type of information.

NOSENKO has furmshed mformatmn concermng SCD, K.GB

_recrmtmen..s of Umted States c;tlzens and forelgn natlona.ls covermg

the pe*lod of 1953 throuah 1903 This’_.should not be interpreted as a

" statement that NOSENKO has furmshed ‘nformatzon in, regard to all

g 'SCD recrmtmen’cs, even of Amencans, durmg thzs penod His infor-

mation based on personal lmow1edgé is in general 1imited .to the First

,Depa*runenf; and Seventh Department. He has furnished information

concernmg cases of several other depar;me*xts in the SCD and scme
FCD cases, bﬁt this> infoz;mation was m generél acéuired indirectly
from soci;.l or Busineés_con‘;'ersatioﬁs with other KGB officers.
NOSENKO has furnished informafion in regard to a number of
cases which were previously known to United States In‘celli;grence. While
: ‘. .
the value of such information cannot be considered high, the additional
details which NOSENKO has providéd ina ngmber ‘of cases cannoi be
dismissed as being of no value to We‘stern Intelligence,. even if the
information cannot be regarded as damaging to the KGB. Furthermore,
inasmuch as there is no ;eason to guestion his sourcing of iniormation

already known, there is no basis for suspicion of NOSENKO for his

having provided such information.

G0C1€69
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. | NOSENKO has furnished information in regard to a number of

recruitments. by the KGB of non-Bloc nationals who were known by .

Western Intelligence to be pro-Communist or even connected with

Communist organizations. The identification as a recruited KGB
agent of an individual previously known to be pro-Communist is of

= R considerable value to Western Intélligence and may be considered to

~ have resulted in some damage to the X3B. Admittedly, the potential

to the KGB of ah agent who is kr‘lown as pro-Communisf is less :t.:han
. that'of a ''politically clean" indi'vidﬁ'ai. However, "prq;Cc;mmunist"

or even "ﬂCommuni_sAt” are not synonymous with '&ec;uitéd KGB agent, '’
e 3 - NOSE.NKO has furnished.additional infqrynatibn on cases in

which there was some previous but limited information. In a number

- ¢ -
L

of these ii;stances the additional information from NOSENKO has per- \N&

mitted identification of the individuals of interest and the closing of an -
® ._w’,..—-—"'——f .

"Unknown Subject'' case, In such instances the information from

i

NOSENKO must be considered valuable to Western Intelligence. since

the incomplete information known previously would in many cases not

have permitted ultimate identification of the individual of interest.
This category of cases must be considered as having resulted in damage .
i . . P N

to the KGB and in benefit to Western Intelligence.

.
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" NOSENKO has furnished information in regard to a number of
individuals, both American and non-Bloc foreign, who'we're recruited

by the KGB and concerning whom Western Intelhgence na.o no bl”ﬂulC&ﬂ*'

information. It is recoamzed :.ha‘. cl.r..am m these cases mem:.oned by

\JOSENKO pa.rtmularly in the touust category, would probably never

“kave acl-uw-(lj materzahzed as producu.ve KGB ao'ents.‘ ThlS coz.ld be
T gra.phlcal maccesszbﬂ:.ty to the KGB or rot bemg elther at the tune
‘of SCD recrmtrnent or later ina position to'furnish informationbf .
m‘.erest to the KGB In t‘ns regard NOSENKO has s«.a..ed tn.a.t at lea

until 1962 there wa.s a dei:.mte .,endem.y in the Seventh Depar..mens. to

‘make a "recruitment“ as a statistic-for the end-of-year report vevez;

'though it was apparent the agent at the time had no potential and that.

it was highly unlikely there would be a potential in the future.
NOSENKO has furnished information on or leads to a number of.
cases, primarily third nationals but some American, in which he has -

"beern unable to furnish sufficient details to permit identification at this-

time. In certain instances it is believed that an identification will be

possible after additional research and investigation. Until an identi-

fication is made, the value of any particular lead to Western Intelli-

gence cannot be estimated, but that there may be a po‘.emza,l value

gouil7i
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" cannot be ignored. As an example of this category, NOSENXO has
furnished a lead, still under investigation, to an unidentified agent,

probably not an American, who in 1962 was in a position to remove

" the "NATO Emergency Codes, " deliver thé codes to the KGB for

. -photographing, and"thén: sugce'ssfully":eplége the codes. Be;ﬁause thg

agent is as yet.unidenti‘fied,‘ his current access to information affecting

. the ;ééixrity of the United States cannot bé‘_gauge'd.

“ In'all, the information {rom NOSENXO in the cétegory of cases

--f".""where ‘-}V,est‘erﬁ Int‘elligence did not 'p_reviqusly have' significant infor- .
mation-_mﬁst be coﬁé_idérg;d' on balance as having resﬁlted.in material -
“damage to the KGB and of significant benefit Hto' West'erﬁ i.n‘.:élligence."r{ '
Quantity-_alozie of CI or FI iﬁforrﬁation f;{om a KGB defector is
“not a sﬁandard on wh‘ich to judge bona {ides. The question is wh_et_lfxefi .'
IR : the afnount of his infoi:ma.tioﬁ is reasonably commensurate with his E

1. claimed positions in the KGB. This gquestion as regards NOSENKO

. has been examined, with affirmative findings, in another section of

this paper.
" A few examples from the above cited categories of information
“iurnished by NOSENKO are listed below., These cases are given as

illustrations and are not necessarily iisted in order oif importance,
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The case of Robert Lee JOHNSON é.nd the reia.ted case of
James Allen MINTXKENBAUGH have been covered in the 'orevm\.s
summary. It can be considered that both were exposed.as a result
of a lead from NOSENXO which led to .suspicions of JOINSON.
: Another American case is that of(Héfgert HOWARD,AaUSIA\;‘

’:‘ﬂ‘_'-”},erripl'c;yee who spent considerable tirrle in the USSR in 1962 - 1963.4.-.__‘.,[ S

 NOSENKO identified, Herbert HOWARD/as having been recruited by .

the First Section, First Departmeﬁt, SCD, in 1962 and was po'sitive
' . ®

that [ HOWARD) furnished valuable information to the XGB. When

integv'iewed in 1964, (HOWARD] did not admit he had been recmzteq,

but suspicion of {‘HOWARD}W&S great enough so that his contract wi;;l_'z

.

(USIA}was not renewed. o

Ii indeed| HOWARD;was recruited by the KGB, it is u.LOOSSIblb '

to determne how much information woulc have been CO’I’IHIOI"IIS ed by
. |HOWARD! while in the USSR, he did have certain a.‘c‘cess to the Uz;it_e_d

States Embassy. There is good reason to believe that u'HOWARD) was.
recruited, it was he who was fesponsi‘dle for the compromise of a
potentially valuabie Soviet walk-in with whom CIA was attempting to
establish contact using! T—&OV\L:’&R.I‘)] ntermediary.

NOSENKO in 1964 furnished information in regé.rd toa "ZHARIM

(apparently a KGB code name, althougihh NOCSENKO thought it was a irue

S . 6301073
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‘mbzne). He identified "Zmal"'(phoaeﬁc) as an American code clark

o ddacecd to the USSR in 196l. An internal assumption was made
based on the original iaad information from NOSENKO that "ZHARI"
was Victor Norris ﬁAMILTON. aka Fouzi Mitri HINDALY, a iomé;-
NBA employss who defectsd to the USSR in 1962, and the information
iroﬁn NOSENKO was never disseminated or lchsﬁgated.

| Prior to the aurfactag of John Diacoe SM!TH by the Soviets

ia m =il of 1967, &8

Mo;ma;ion concerning KGB kaawledgé" -

of American code clerks was being investigated; and John Discoe

SMITH was a leading suspoct. After the surfacing of SMITH by the
Sbviets, it became apparent that SMITH, zather than HAMILTON, was

fdentical to “ZHARI. " Investigation dlsclosed that no definite informa-

tion could be antabltihid in ragnra to the nctu;!‘whérsabouta of SMI‘I'H'

after circa mid-1960. It cannot be positively stated that appropriate

investigation in 1964 of ths "ZHARI” lsad would have led to the identi-

| fication of John Discos SM.'(T‘H as "ZHARL " However, such tdendﬁ-

 cation would have been of considerable intsrest to the Department of

Siate and CIA, and could very woll bave permitted certain action which
would have ot least lessened the propaganda effect of the suzprise
sanouncement by the Soviets in the fall of 1967,

NOSENKO, in June 1962, furnished information from which
Willtam VASSALL could bs quickly &dentiﬂod GOLITSYM, in late
!%0 - »aa'ly 1?61 bad farnishsd information concerning a Soviet pene-

tration of tha British Gawrnment on the basis of '-tPli!xshia Bﬂdlh
K
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QFCKP‘




G00

Services had compilled a list of twenty snlpects. incloding _VASSALL.

Even though it may be presumed that lmrastigation of the thmty suapectn

wonld uitimately bave resulted ina datermlnation that 'VASSALL was
the agent on whom GOLITSYN had fumuhea certain infomﬁon, the
faformation from NOSENKO in June 1962 resulted in thaa earlier tarmi-
petion by the British Servicea of a suill valua.hlo productivo KGB agcut. :
: Al&angh not the case of a‘KGB agent, _tb;s _mattor of the micro-
phones in the United s:m; Embau} should also be moatzonea
GOLITSYN, !ollowing his defection in December 1961, furnlshod '

certain information in regnrd to microphones in the Unitad Siaten

- Embassy (Ch;ncary) Since in iact the microphonon were connected
to central cables, location o!’ ona mtcrophone would 1ogica11y have led
- T to the exposure of the entire set of microphones. However, approe-
| ‘ } priate action was not taken on this information and the KGB would bave
bm.aware: that no action was taken pﬁor to June 1962 when NOSENKO
first contacted CIA. | |
U NOSENKO is a dispatched KGSB agent, it iz 2ot clear why the -

KGB would attract specific attsntion to a system of microphones which

must have 6till had some value as of June 1962, A presumption may
be made that if NOSENKO was a dispatched agent, the KGB bad, as of
1‘9452, an advanced system of moniiéring devices which rendersd the
above micrsphane systern obsoleta. Howaver, no concrate evidence

of such an adva.nced system is available and it should be notad that it

+ - G0ULe75




was not until circa April 1964 that any effective action was taken to

" locate and remove the microphone system to which GOLITSYN had.

_given a lead in late December 1961 - early January 1962,

' A 'few :genera'.l'comments in rega.‘rd to the CI information fur-

L mshed by \IOS“l\KO Wa:.ld be appr onrla.te in thxs 'oartlcular sectmn.

of these leads have been mentumed in the prev1ous summary. Cu::rent

" intierviex’;vs; with NOSENKO have reé’ulted in appfoximately seventeen =

'new American leads which aze béing examined by the FBL The inter-

P e N U e R
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views have also resulted in more speciiic information in regard toa

number of cases previously mentioned by NOSENKO, thus permitting

additional "develqpyme‘nt‘of these cases by t‘me BI
M . S

& oo,

NOSENKO ha..s }Sroyided leads to over 100 third-country XGB :
agents, Géo.gz.-ap\hi.cﬂalll;r 'the'sé. leads are wide in scope, inc:‘luding
nationals 'of suchico-uﬁtrie:sA as ﬁdonesi.a.,' Aust:ria.', | Uruguay, th‘e United
K.ingdom,‘ Frahc.e,a‘Weéit Germany, Belgium, Sweden, Aus‘cra.lia', Japan,
Mexico, It.é,ly, and Ia .nun‘m‘per of oAther c;ountx;ies.

included in the 1;nore important of these agent or other leads
are leads to high ievels of governr:ient and intelligence to code clerks,

to access agents {or American targeis, to actual or possible illegal

oU1L76
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suppori assets. Also mcluded are oreign correspondents, repre- -’

sentatives of foreign tourist ﬁrms, and foreign tour:'{.sts." T e
A summary of the foreJ.gn leads a.rbl.,ra.nly defmed as of ma.Jor R

éigniiicance shows nineteen'leads hlghly'p aced or. formerly hlghly

"ola.ced in thelr own government £our code clerks, e1aht cases mvolvm.g

"It also

- definite Ameriivcan;intere‘st‘,'. oh'di'f q,"'aoces_.s' a.go'zit‘s ‘l'_.Q América.ns."

o shoWs nine _iﬁsta'.noe's'o:E""cla.ri_déStine KGB a.ctlv ty a.ga.mst forelcrn missions

.n \/Ioscow; 1nc1ud1xoc; a.otua.l 'KGB clandestme accoss 1ntoAcerta.1n vaestern \
.;Embas sies.‘(bx.l_t oot t-he Eritish.or Amerircap Emba.soies). |

| NOSENKO has als;o_ furnisho;i ;oad's to cerié.ir% I;'.‘CDA._{f‘oreig:r’l 4' o
- national a'gents," his ':'.mforrhoti'oni- on several being defiv-ed during hio

three months in Geneva in 1962

tis n‘npos 51b1e to glve an exact evamahon of the mgm.hcance

of the Ioreldn leads furmshed by NOSENKO That they are of s1gm-

‘ficant value to Western Intelhgence a.nd damacmg to the KGB is ha.rdly

subject to dispute.  This evalua.fion must be given even though there

are numerous foreign leads which have not been adequately exploited
at tais time, ° o ' ‘ S,
As a final note, the implied conclusion in the previous summary
: . ' B A

is accepted that the failure of NOSENKQD to provide usable positive - '




SLunt!

intelligence Information is not a significant {actor in a determination
PR of his bona fides. Ths qualification should, howsver, be added that
it i3 not felt that NOSENKO has, as of this time, been fully debriefed

g | in many sreas of positive intelligeace interest.

- 13 - 6004L77
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"F. IS THERE EVIDENCE OF KGB DECEPTION OR "GIVE AWAY"

- IN INFORMATION FURNISHED BY NOSENXO WHICH -

 WOULD WARRANT A CONCLUSION THAT NOSENKO
" WAS DISPATCHED BY THE KGB?
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L SECRL{

F. Is there evidence of KGB deception or ”give- away' in

information furnished by NOSENKO which would warrant a conclusion

~ that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB? ‘"The cqnclusidn"_in ﬁhis

‘summary is that NOSENKO was not dispatched by the KGB. In
» '._.Z'feaching this conclusion, a full examination of the above question has .

' been both a necessary and integral part. -

It is inherent that the volume of information furniéhed by

. NOSENKO is only one of the fa,c'cofs which sﬂou.ld be givexi consideration
in arfi\}ing at a conclusion tﬂat NOSENKO {v_és 'or was'{ not dispatéhed By

'4 _the KGB. If NOSENKO §'vas dispatchled by the KGB, the 'KGB would have
surely-been willing Ato sacrifice certain i:}forma;tion of value to thé RGB
in order to support the bona fides of NOSENKO. Howevér, if NOSENKO
was dispatched, it must have been to accomplish or fu;'ther a KGB» |
purpose or mission, the .na.ture of which has been and continues 'to be

unknown. ‘

An examination of the circumstances under which NOSENKO first
contacted CIA in Geneva in 1962 and his behavior during these contacts is
particularly pertinent since during this period of time. NOSENKO would
have surely been under direct KGB control if there are any implications

@ oK dispatch in the NOSENKO case.

O ) :: i
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NOSENKO has stated that his originél approach to "'sell two -

. pieces of information' was his own idea 'as to.what was most likely to
'be successful. A_N(.)'SENKO has séa,_tiéd i:ha;t he wanted to make a contact
s ' with the Americahs, was not psychdldgica.lly adapted' to defect at the

R :tim‘e. , #nd felt that if he merely statéd that he' was a "KGB counter -

intelligence officer who wanted to give information, ' he very possibly

- would be rejected. It should be noted that NOSENKO even during his -

first contact did not limit his remarks to the !'"two pieces of information"
and began to talk quite freely on other matters.
If NOSENKO was dispatched, it is felt that he, during his 1962

cdntacts, would have been very carefully briefed and that his remarks

- or statements would have not been of a nature which could cause any

. suspicion in regard to the bona fides of NOSENKOQO. Instead. a current

review of his statements and remarks during his five contacts in 1962

- indicate that his many errors, exaggerations, and actual lies were quite

likely typical of a braggadocio element in the personality of NOSENKO

~and may also have been evidence supporting the statement by NOSENKOQO '

that he usually had a few drinks of liquor before each contact in

Geneva,

001080
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NOSENKO, during his five contaéts'in Geneva, made many
statements which in r‘etrospect were impossiblé, -and the inve.stigatior;
of WhiAch could only have raised gerfiain qﬁestions concerning NOSENKO.
The following is a list of the more obvious areas in which NOSENKO
made gross exaggerations or made incorrect or impossible statements.

(a) NOSENKO c]..aimedﬂ_ he personally was with
Oleg M. GRIBANOV, Chief of the sCD, du:;ing the
recruitment pitch to/James S.TORSBERC{; (This was

a lie and an interview with'S TbRSBERd)with display

of photograph would have disclosed that NOSENKO

did not participaie. }

'~ (b) NOSENKO was involved in the recruitment
~approach to Russell LANGELLE. -(This was a lie and '

LANGELLE wés available for inj:ervieﬁr. }

{c) NOSENRO said hé recmited (LUNT (Horace)
|\LUNT) in Bulgaria. (Actually NOSENKO never met

\LUNT;")
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.
(d) NOSENKO claimed personal contact with Edmund )
{STEVEI/\};S) who, according to NOSENKQO, had been recruited |
by the KGB. (NOSENKO actually had never personally met '
{ STEVENé and only had seen(STEVENS)once at a distance. )
(e) NOSENKO dated the recruitment of "ANDREY"
in Moscow as 1949-1950. At the sarﬁe time he(furn.i.shed

Y

information that "ANDREY" (who is considergd identi;:al to

N . Dayle Wallis ‘SMITH) was in Moséow during a part of the time
that Roy RHODES, also é recruited agent, was assigned to
Moscow, 1951-1953. "ANDREY" (SMITH) was actually in

Moscow 1952 -1954,

(f} NOSENKO said he, vGRIBANdV, ;nd another officer
‘met Edward Ellis SMITH. (NOSENKO has since stated he did
not meet SMITH» and tl:;a.t his only role was obtaining a foreign
typewriterv and paper for a KGB agent involved in the SMITH
‘opera:.tion.v )

(g) NOSENKO in a number of instances spoke in the
first person, §aying "We did this, " or ""We did that,* in

reference to a particular KGB activity in which he now admits

4 o - gouLis2
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he was not involved but had some knowledge. (If

NOSENKO was under KGB control in 1962, both he

and the KGB should have known that these indicated

exaggerations would eventually lead tA:ov a question

concerning the bona fides of NOSENKO. )

In 1962 -1963 a number of similarities were noted between
information furnished by NOSENKO and information which had been
furnished by GOLITSYN prior to June 1962. . These similarities were

quite striking and gave riseto certain suspicions of NOSENKOQO because

he provided information which the KGB would presumably have consideréd

already compromised as a result of the defection of GOLITSYN. Certain

of the simila..rities at the tj.me could only be explained in terms of
NOéENKO being a dispatched agent. The following are some examples of
the similarities noted.
(a) Both furnished information in regard to :
{ Tohan PRE;SEgEU;\IQ}
(b) Both furnished information in regard .to a
‘military code clerk case (James STORSBERG]:
{c) Both furnished information in regard to a
trip of Vladislav KOVSHUK, under an assumed name,
to the United States. (GOLITSYN was sure it was
connected with a reactivation of aﬁ agent formerly in B
(GO
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Moscow, or a recruitment of an American formerly

with the United States Embassy in Moscow; and NOSENKO

:;'elated it directly to the "ANDREY" case, giving the

assumed name which KCVSHUK used. ) |

{(d) Both furnished iﬁorﬁation in regard to
microphones in the :T;Inited Sﬁates Embassy in Moscow.

(e} Both furnished infbrma.tion in regard to
‘Edmund STEVENS, and\Isaac Henry SHAPIRO)

The above list is not complete nor does it indicate the actual
differences 1n the amount of information furnished‘ on any particular
topic by GOLITSYN and NOSENKO. To cite the above in detail in this
summary is believed ﬁnnecessary since the only point of real interest
is whether the fact that NOSENKO was aware of certain events, cases,
or situations of which GOLITSYN was also aware raises a legitimate "
question concerning the bona fides of NOSENKO.

The ‘above area of concern has been thoroughly examinéd and
it is considered that the fact that NOSENKO furnished some information
on certain cases or situations previously mentioned in lesser or

greater detail by GOLITSYN cannot logically be construed as evidence

gooilesd
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that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB. NOSENKO has during
current interviews satisfactorily sourced his information in almost

every instance. In a few instances he has said he did not recall

" how he learned of a particular piece of information but these
"~ apparent lapses of memoxy were not large in number and are

considered to be in no way suspicious.

The general area in which there was a similarity between

information furnished by GOLITSYN in late 1961 - early.1962 and

- information furnished by NOSENKO in June 1962 and which would have

been the most significant insofar as the security of the United States

Government was or is concerned related to certain activities centering

- around or in the First Department, SCD.

It is the concl\;sion of tlﬁs summaxy that NOSENKO was an
officer of the First Section, First Deéartment, SCD, during 1953-1955
and was Deputy Chief of the same section in 1960 - 1961l. Therefore,
the fact that NOSENKO furnished information concerning certain cases
or situations in the First Department and the fact that GdLITSYN
furnished information concerning the same case of situation is not

unusual or necessarily suspicious. NOSENKO has stated that GOLITSYN

§501085
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knew and was in contact with othexr officers of the First Section and

GOLITSYN has attributed his knowledge of certain cases or activities.

of the Fixrst Depariment, SCD, primarily toh‘ls association with

certain officers in the First D.epart:rnent, 5CD.

It is recognized that there are certain conflicts in information

‘ furnishedl by GOLI_TSYN ahd.»NOSEN’KO'and‘_at this time it is not

possible to satisfactorily correlate certain information from GOLITSYN

' with information from NOSENKO. - Pages 162 - 163 of the previous

summary refer to information from G LITSYN wh;ch is character‘ized :
as "Information about KGB Operations AgainstvEmbassy" Code Clerks in
1960 - 1961," The references are to informa.;iori fro:t;n GOLITSYN bésé&
on remarks by Gennadiy Ivanoxf;ich GRYAZNOV"apd Vadim Viktér»oi/ich‘
KOSOLAPOV of the First Section, ’ Firsf Departmem:, SCD, an& a.xi.
oificer of the Second Section, Firs;t Department, SCD.

NOSENKO has stated that he wa; Deputy Chief of the First
Section, First Department, SCD, during 1960‘- 1961, tnat his primary
responsibility was work against code clefks at the United Siates Embassy
in Moscow, and that both KOSOLAPOV and GR?AZNOV were en'gaged in

the same work and under his supervision, The statement by GOLITSYN

;ouilab
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that NOSENKO was not Deputy Chief of the F_i'rst Section in 1960 has
been noted and commented on _'in another section of this summary.
‘GOLITSYN has furnished certain information which he re-.
. ceivedvfrom ofﬁcers‘of the First Section, First‘ Department, SCD. - | t
' In ga.qh instance where this i.nformati'on,' Which; was fragmentary, could
pét be immediately correlated with information from NOSENKO, it was

. previously considered to be evidential of deception or lying on the part

of;NOSENKO. This position, however, fa.i_led to allow forbthe éossibility.
thaf -t};e disqrepancies betweezix the two sourc.es' were,; at least in certain |
_ins;ances, more apparent than real.

In certain instances it has now been possible to correlate frag-
mentary inf:oz"ma.tion from GOLITSYN with infdrmatidn from NOSENKO,
making it evident that in these instances the differences could not be
construec‘l‘ as in any way reﬂectiﬁg against, NOSENKO. The four examples
cited below represent two probab.le correlations, (a) and (b}); one possiblé
corrélatiﬁn, (c); and one instance where no correlatl;.on is possible at this
time, (d):

() GOLITSYN furnished information which he |
reAceived in April-May 1960 from Genﬁadiy GRYAZNOV

that an attempt had been made by the KGB to recruit an

i . 061087
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American female ez;nployee of the American Embassy
in Moscow through a male Soviet f_riend, but that the
attempt had failed. GOLITSYN also furnisi:;ed information
that the woman ﬁad left Moscow by the time he learned of
the information but that the Soviets hoped she would return
to Moscow so that further work could be undertaken to
effect her recruitment. He did not recall the name of t};e
secretary, but did recall that it was a{\lqng and "German /
‘sounding '7’”; name.

NOSENKO has furnished information in regard to a
recruitment attempt against'Collette SCHWARZENBACH,

.who it is considered is identical to the "American secretary"

referred to by GOLITSYN. However, SCHWARZENBACH)

: Lwas not a female secretary in the American Embassy, but)

:hé.d been employed as a secretary to the wife of Ambassador)

oy

'BOHLEN during 1955 - 1956 and from 1958 - 1959 was employed)
'as a correspondent by the United Press in Moscow.) The
recruitment attempt against(SCHWARZENBACH} according to

NOSENKO, occurred in 1959 and was an operation of the First

Section, First Department, SCD.

$001088
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(b) Page 163 of the previous summary contains infor-:
mation that GOLITSYN also learned from GRYAZNOQOYV in
the spring of 1960 that GRYAZNOYV had developed an operation
a:gainst an American ‘Embassy military code clerk in which the
KGB was '"99 per cent sgre" that tbe target would be recruited,
This is believed to undoubfedly be a reference to the case of

(\_JAames STORSBERd)who was actually the subject of a recruit-

‘ment approach in 1961, . §

There is considered to be a good possibility that
YGOLITS‘Y N actually iearned of the above iﬁfo;mation from
-GRYAZNOV in early Januarir 1961 when he was again in Méscow
rather than during the spring of 1960 when GOLITSYN was

preparing for his assignment to Heisinki, Finland, This

theory is supported by information on page 163 of the previous

summary that GOLITSYN has stated he learned in January -
1961 from Vladislav M, KOVSHUK (Chief of the First Section)

that:;\Johan PREISFREUND, had recently been used in the

- successful recruitment of an American employee of the

Embassy. (Johan PREISFREUND) was used in the/STORSBERG/

operation, according to NOSENKO, and NOSENKO was also

£aU4089
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" aware that GOLITSYl;f had a conversation with KOVSHUK about

. PREISFREUND/ since GOLITSYN wanted to use \PREISFREUND
in Helsinki, NOSENKO has stafed he was not present during
the above conversation. It is very possible that KOVSHUK
exaggerated a little in his conversation with GOLITSYN in the
matter of why GOLITSYN could not use \’\PREISFREUND} as én
-agent,

NOSENKO has furnished extensive information in regard

to the James STORSBERG) case and with due consideration to

the accuracy and recollection of GOLITSYN, there does not

appear to be an adequate basis for questioning the bona fides of

NOéENKO on the basis of the differences between the report-

ingA by GOLITSYN of information he received from GRYAZNOV A
concerning whét is considered t§ ha&e been thefJé.mésf} |
@TORSBERG:} case and detailed information furnished by
NOSENKO concerning the' James STORSBERG 'case. The

exacf date of the recruitment.attempt agqinsti\S_TORSBERd)

has not been positively established, but it is considered to

have occurred before early May 1961 and probably in the

March-April 1961 period. The statement by James

001090
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|STORSBERG] that it occurred in October 1961 is com-
pletely unacceptable and is even contradicted by other
statemén‘cs by STORSB ERG himself,

{c) Page 163 of the previous Smnmary contains
information from GOLITSYN which he had received from
GRYAZNOYV in April or May 1966 that an American
employee of the Embassy in Moscow was either recruited
or prepaféd for recruitment on the basis of a homosexi;al

compromise beginning in 1959 and concluding.in 1960,

The: previous summary also states that according to

GOLITSYN, the KGB had photographed the American in

vari:ous homosexual acts, but SHELEPIN, who had just
become Chairman of the KGB, was at the time streséing
ideological rather than blackmail recruitments. SHELEPIN
did not exclude future use of the photographs which the KGB
would hold in reserve. |

NOSENKO has furnished information concerning the
homosexual compromise oféf’Robert BARRETT), who was a
guide at the United States Exhibition in Moscow in 1959, and

with whom "SHMELEV'" and "GRIGORIY", two homosexual
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agents of NOSENKO, became acquainted, Work against
the United States Exhibition was the responsibility of
the Ninth Department; SCD, but various Departments
were participating under the Qirection of the Ninth
Dépa.rb:nent. | |
One of the above homosexual agents succeeded in
involving i\BARRET’I‘\‘J in homosexual activities which weye
photographed by the KGB but, according to NOSENKO,
although the photographs were of a good qualiffy, the KGB
was unable to use the photographs in 1959 becé,ﬁse of a
general ban by the Central Cémmittee on the reéruitment
of the United States Exhibition guides due to the planned
visit of President EISENHOWER to the Soviet Union.
NOSENKOQ also stated that the compromising material
and information on‘-i»BARRETT? was later givén to the First
Department and that{_BARRE'TT\} was recruited by the Second
Section, First Department when hé returlned with another

Exhibition in 1961, and that he, NOSENKO, was not involved in

the recruitment operation, :\VBARRETT\; following his return-
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to the United States in Ja.imary 1962, confessed to the
FBI that he had been recruited in 1961 én the basis of
compromising photographs which had been taken
during his 1959 trip to Moscow.

-Although it cannot be established at this
time, it is possible that the information furnished
4by GOLITSYN which he had received from GRYAZNOV ‘
actually refers to the {Rbbert BARRET'I:) case. It should

be noted that (‘RobertrBARRET'I'\)could not actually be

characterized as an "American employee of the Embassy

- in Moscow, '

(d) Page 162 of the previous summary contains infor-
mation from GOLITSYN that in the si:ring of 1960 when he
visited‘the First Sectioﬁ, First ﬁepartnxent, SCD, he learned
from GRYAZNOV that GRYAZNOYV had as an agent an Embassy

: codg clerk who was scheduled to be transferred to Helsinki,
GRYAZNOYV indicated to GQLI’I‘SYN that the code clerk haci

already furnished the KGB,with some information, that he was

( 5 5001033
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considered by the KGB to be a "real" agent and that if
the trans;.er of the code clerk ma.tenahzed GOLI'I'SYN
‘ ‘rmght have the code clerk as an agent in’ Helsmkl..
| o o | ' NOSENKO has furnisl}ed_ “no information which can be
S L 'correla.ted in #ny wajr with the é.i;;ve iﬁfoi'matioﬁ from

GOLITSYN, but neither has the information from GOLITSYN

~resulted in an ident;.ification despité fhe consideréble investigatié-n
Which haé been coxﬁﬁcted in thé [ma..ttevr.' A}thou_gh this is

o @ ' : cénsidered to be a valid lgad, it need-not-neqessarily refer

to a code cle'r.k who was in-fché Unif.ed States Embassy in

Moscow durin‘g'19607 - 1961, It is also possibléthat the previous - |

remark b}; GOLITSYN concerlning the above ''code clerk! who

might be transferred to Helsinki é,s well as his cited remarks .

in a-c couid be clarified or at least additional information

obtained :;.f .a specific reinterview on these m‘atters‘was possible,

The trip of Vadim V. KOSOLAPOV to Helsinki, Finland in

November 1960 should be mentioned in any comparison of information

from NOSENKOQO with information from GOLITSYN. This conflict is

@ | . 16 GOin, ‘s
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also mentioned in another section pertaining to the 1960-1961 career
of NOSENKO. GOLITSYN stated that KOSOLAPOV came to Helsinki
to accompany an American Embaésy code cierk on the train to
Moscow and that KOSOLAPOV pla._fmed to strike up an acquaintance
with the code clerk which could be continued in Moscow.

The American Embassy code clerk referred to above was
undoubtedly (John GARLAND, and ‘the train manifest lists'Tohn GARLAND,
and Viktor KOLOSOV (Vadim V. KOSOLAPOV) a.s passengers on fhe
same train from Helsinki to Moscow. NOSENKO is avéare of the

identity of /gio‘hn GARLAND but claims no knowledge of the above trip

of KOSOLAPOV to Helsinki, although being well aware of a previous trip.

NOSENKO, as Deputy Chief of the First Section specifically
charged with work against code clerks, should bhave been awére of the
November 1960 trip of KOSOLAPOV to and from Helsinki. His lack of
knowledge may or may not be explainable in terms of his other activities.
such as his trip fo Cuba in November~December 1960 but it_cannot be
interpreted as evidence NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB since, if
he had been, the KGB should have briefed NOSENKO on the trip of
KOSOLAPOV to Helsinki in Novembezr .1960, as this was an event the

KGB knew GOLITSYN was aware of., _
- £001895
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A theory which has previously bgen given consideration é,r;d
warranted full consideration was that if NOSENKO was dispatched,
his mission was .fo confuse_leadsA fﬁrnished to American Intelligénce
and/or to denigrate the value of inform'ation’fﬁrnished by GOLITS-YNV’..-V ,
In connection with this theory,' it should be noted that NCSENKO during

current interviews has not made any remarks which could in any way

"be construed as derogatory to GOLITSYN. In addition, NOSENKO does

not claim to have any detailed knowledge of the FCD and frequently,

when some topic peculiar to the FCD has been broached with NOSENKO,

his immedia,te reply has been to the effect that "I didn’t work in the FCD,"'
or "You should ask GOLITSYN about that, "

‘In co{nnection- with any consideration of whether the contact of o
NOSENKO with CIA in Geneva in June 1962 could have bAeen initiated by
the KGB as a result of the defection of GOLiTSYN, the timing of certain
events should be néted. -GOLITSYN defected on 15 Decembexr 1961.
NOSENKO departed f_rozp Moscow in March 1962 for Geneva, Switzerland,
where he remained until‘15 June 1962, )

It is felt that it would have been practically impossiblg' if not
impossible for KGB officials to complete an assessment of the actual or
potential daﬁxage which could result from the defection of GOLITSYN,

8 6001098
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select NOSENKO as the individual who would be dispatched to counter~

act the possible damage, and appr'qpria.tely brief NOSENKO prior to

his departure for Geneva in March 19_62. _Thé;‘efqre y if NOSENKO‘ :

was dispatched by the KGB, it would "_appea.r that plans for this would

have predated the defection of GOLITSYN and that any GOLITSYN

aspect could only be a related aspect and not the basis for the original

, plari to dispatch NOSENKO. In addition, if NOSENKO was dispa.tche&, .
it would ha.i'dlyv seem necessary for the KGB to send NOSENKO to

Geneva two and one-half months before his first contact with CIA.

The theory has also been considered thaf NOSENKO could have
been dispatched to confuse and divert American Intelligence and thus
to protect an important KGB penetration or penetrations of the United

Sfates Government, particularly CIA. This is a theory which should

and has been given full consideration, but it is not_ 'possible to factually

substantiate or refute this theory in the absence of specific information
.. e e T e T 2 e e . . -

‘that high-level KGB penetraﬁons do or do not exist.

Actually, as regards NOSENKOQO, the primary area which should
be given consideration in the above matter is if all the information from

NOSENKO is accepted, what effect would or could it have on the efforts

v 0001087
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of American counter~intelligeﬁce té determine the identity of and

take appropriate action against KGB penetraﬁons of Ehe United

States Government, The only answer to this question seems to be

: that there would be little consolation or assurance to Ame';'ican intelli- -
gence even if every statement by NO§ENK_O was accepted at fa.cé value.
The only-specific area in which NCSENKO could be even:con'—

sidered to claim full knowledge is the United étates Emba's'sy.in.Moscow.

I,nb this area his statements could be construed as assurance that there

Were no recruitments of American personnel in the, United States Embassy |

in Moscow from 1953-Decerﬁber 1963 with the except;on of( ”A_NDREY”. v
( A (Dayle Waliis SMITH) andiHerbert HOWARD‘. The basis for this |

]

expressed oPinion of NOSENKO is considered elsewhere in this summary

“and analysts may differ éms to whether a recruitment could have occurred
’of which NOSENKO did not have knowledge, assu.r_niﬁg that his statemeﬁté
are made in good faith. It should ‘be noted, howevs:r, fhat ;.t this time
there ig_:mno specific information which is in direct conflict with the
expressed opinion of NOSENKO.

NOSENKO, as previously mentioned, has never claimed any

€

particular knowledge of FCD activities, In addition, he does not claim

- : Lo Kt
to be aware of all recruitments of Arhre_z'icans by the SCD. As an

¢
*
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example, hé has made it clear that his knowledge of SCD aétivities

g
i
i

against members of delegatiohs, foreign businessmen, foreign students,
- and individuals in the ﬁSSR on the ihvitg.tioﬁ of a Soviet organization oi
a cqn_‘xpor-xe.nt of the‘ de-riet_Gov-erm-ne#t is e;:tremeiy iimitged ;’:Ln.dv'a.‘t b;si;.
" mainly of a collateral nature.
NOSEﬁKO does not év_en ciaim any detailed knowledge of

activities of the Second Section (Active Line) of the First Department, SCD,

‘nor does he claim to know all of( the cé.ses of which the Chief of the Seventh
Department was aware. The latter is specifically supported by certain
@ 1;xotes brought out by NOSENKO which are short .references to a number
of Seventh Department cases which are identified oniy by the KGB code
n_a.me.» }These x;étes, according to NOSENKO, wez;é mé.de when he had an
 opportunity to review a notebook held by the Chief of the S.evenf:h Department

‘and constitute the only knowledge NOSENKO had of these particular cases.

21
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G. IS THERE EVIDENCE OF A POLITICAL OR ANY

' 'OTHER TYPE OBJECTIVE WHICH COULD JUSTIFY A DISPATCH'

OF NOS‘ENKO BY THE KGB WITH PERMISSION TO SPEAK

'3

. : FREELY TO CIA CONCERNING HiS KNOWLEDGE OF THE KGB

AND WITHOUT NOSENKO BEING GIVEN A SPECIFIC

MISSION OR MISSIONS ?

WUE
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G. Is there evidence of 2 political or any other-type objective

waich could j'ustify a dispatch of NCSENKO by the KGB with permission

to speak freely to CIA concerning his knowledge of the KGB and witkou

NOSENXO being given a specific mission or missions? The above possi-+

-

bility has been given consideration even though the ultimate ramifications

- are practically incalculable. The coanclusion is that as ‘ewa. ds NCSENKQC,

with the single exception detailed below, there is no evidence of a

.

pohtlcal or other type obgect:we which could be co 1 ed of sufficient

importance by the KGB to warrant the dispaick of a KGB officer with

the knowledge of NOSENKO to speak freely with CIA without his being

given a 'specific mission or missions by the KGB.

It is accepted that the Soviet leaderskhip would be entlreiy capable

of instructing the KGB to dispatck a staii ofﬁcer for perma.nent defection

) *

to United States authorities with no speciiic 1n‘.elhbence mission ard no
limitations on the KGB intelligence information ha, migat reveal providin
that such act would, in the estr'nate of the leadershi;'); result in:a act
political gain for the USSR, For such a possibil;ity to be seriousiy
entertained by the Sovze»s kowever, it wouid have o involve an issue of

major importance to the Soviet leadership and preswmably Woula zave to

6001101
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be considered by them as the only or at least the best means of

achieving tae desired end and of having & very h;cn probaolllty

The only area touched uyo“ in a”ly way by NOSENXO which
might meet the above req._uiremvén‘n:s i{s the assa.ssina.tion of President
Kennedy: thé involvement of Lee }Iarvey Oswalid in the assassination
and hi.s association with the Soviet Union..vv "Given {a) speculation
obt aln‘ng at the time that *here was Soviet .'hvolverhent in t":;e
assassination, (b) the premise that in fact there was'no Soviet
involvemen:t, é.nd (c) a hypothgsis tha.f: the Soviet leadership was deeply
concerned ;:est erroneous conclusions be dré.wn Whiéh could lead to
irreversable actions, it is conceivable tbat the Soviet leadership migat

have been prepared to take extreme steps to convince United States

authorities of their non-involvement in the assassination. (The passage

[N

to the United States Government of the alleg euly comple«.e Sova.ea. consuial

file on OSWALD was, in itself, an u:mrecbd\fued ac».)

The NOSENKOQO case warrants examination in the sbove regard in

light of the fact that among the infcrmation NCSENKO provided was

"inside" KGB information on OSW‘.U : information waich purporiedly

¢00118%
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revea};ed tﬁe subst‘;ance of the c§11tent of tce KGB fi.ies on OSWA.LD;‘
This information clear1y4 indicated.ﬁha‘: there .wa.s no KGB rela;‘:i;oﬁ_éhip
with OSWALD, that the KGB had no operational interest in OSWALD,
and f}hat as a matier of fact OSWALD; had presernted the KGB with 2 .
continuing series of problems‘.

Upon e'gamination, hgwever, NOSENKO déeé not meet the
requirements premised above forl serious quiet, consideratiqn of a free

KGB defection. The following reasons render this unaccei)ta.ble:

I’

a. The chronology, in itself, presents virtually impossible

problems for such a theses, viz. NOSENKO's initial approach to CIA:

in June 1962, 17 months prior to the assassination of President Kennedy.

b. While the information from NOSENKO on dSWALD is
interesting and pertinent, it is not, in nature, scope, and c':dntent,
sufficiently convincing for United States:-a.ﬁthoxzities to reasconably be
expected to conclude that it ':epre sented unequivocal 'p::oof oI Séviet
noa=involvement.

c. Itis implausible not to assume that the Soviets would

assume that United States authorities, in any examination of the

possibility of a Soviet (KGE) hand in the assassination, would presume

L
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extrerncly narrow Soviet compartmeantation in such an operation -- a

comparimentation which would exclude

‘officer other

xnowledgeability by a.ny KGB

tha'l very seniox pc.1 sons and an md.w.dual o¥ drou of

action 1nd1v1qaa.ls specifically \.o*xcerned with mat ers of this nature.

The KGB career of NOSENKO would not permit even serious

consideration that VOSE\:KO could I

above very limited category.

It is accordingly concluded

have logicglly been iit ed into the

Q

that the possibility of a

politically

motivated free dispatch can in the case of NOSENKO be satisfactorily

e

have theorized that by dispatching an agent,

liminated.

.

The possibility has also been considered that the KGB might

.

?

in this case an oificer,

with numerous leads to non~valuable or non~current XGB agents or

cases, the facilities of the Um.,ea Sta. e¢s Intelligence community would

be practically neutralized for an extended period of time.

This could

only be based on an assumption that the United States Intelligence

community would 1nvolv\. a vnaJor poriion of its personnel and efforts

in the investigation and re

or potential value to the KGB. The

o

rbitrarily el

~

iminated without full ¢

solution of cases waic

e

o

ha

L

dl

: WS

e

e
(SN

above »ossibility cannot be

0T

OT No curTent

- ° T AT e
pelieved that
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NOSENXO in the absence of any evidence that he had any KGB mission

cox missions to fulfill comes within the above category, particularly since an

'
+
;
i

overall assessment of his informa tion leads to the conclus:.oa 