This document is made available through the declassification efforts
and research of John Greenewald, Jr., creator of:

The@BIaCioVatlt

The Black Vault is the largest online Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
document clearinghouse in the world. The research efforts here are
responsible for the declassification of hundreds of thousands of pages
released by the U.S. Government & Military.

Discover the Truth at: http://www.theblackvault.com


http://www.theblackvault.com

JFK ASSASSINATION SYSTEM
IDENTIFICATION FORM

Date: 02/13/01
Page: 1 '

AGENCY

RECORD NUMBER
RECORD SERIES
AGENCY FILE NUMBER

AGENCY INFORMATION

CIa
104-10534-10082
JFK
NOSENKOC RECORDS

eleased under the John F.
Fennedy Assassination Records
Pfollection Act of 1992 (44 U3C
E107 Note) . Case#:NW 53216

ate: O06—14-Z017

ORIGINATOR
FROM

TO

TITLE

DATE
PAGES
SUBJECTS

DOCUMENT TYPE
CLASSIFICATION
RESTRICTIONS
CURRENT STATUS

DATE OF LAST REVIEW
OPENING CRITERIA
COMMENTS

DOCUMENT INFORMATION

CIA

ATTACHMENT B TO MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD:ANATOLE RE

NOSENKO, CRUCIAL QUESTIONS.

04/07/69
45
NOSENKO
"ANATOLE"
NBR

PAPER, TEXTUAL DOCUMENT
SECRET

POSTPONED IN FULL

02702/01

JFK-M-24:F44 2001.02.02.09:27:45:170084: DOCUMENT DATE

TAKEN FROM LAST TWO PAGES

NOT BELIEVED RELEVANT (NBR) .

CORRECTION AND AMENDMENT.

[R] - ITEM IS RESTRICTED

HW 53216 DocId:32404748 Page 1




-

; t = - o ATTACHMENT B -
| o ]

‘1

iyt wd Fn Vs 3% b E

by

ANATGLE Re NOSENKO

CRUCIAL GUESTIONS

A,  ANATOLE was consulted 31 March and 1 and 2 April 1969
concerning his recommendations on how to proceed to elicit
additional information from NOSENKO. ANATOLE offered specific,
topics and questions about which NOSENKO is to be questioned

after setting forth items or topics which ANATOLE considers

- the CRUCIAL QUESTIONS which need explanation or resolution.

These CRUCIAL QUESTIONS are set forth below with comment or

“notations which emerged during our discussions.
‘B, ANATOLE understands that the immediété period of

] elicifation £rom NOSENKO is part of the program to attempt to _
resolve the bona fides of NOSENKO. He understands that his
participation and contribution is actually the implementation

. of the program he originally believed was to be followed
'Eefdre there wefe any conclusions about NOSENKO's bona fides.
ANATOLE had been reviewing his file material and the trﬁnscripts
of his’comments in January 19569 (The*KY transcripts) so he |
was prepared to discuss aspects of the CRUCIAL QUESTIONS as

" well as specific elicitation topics."As our contribution to ,
the discussion with ANATOLE we had prepared 26 papers relating
specifically to NOSENKO and I had notés concerning other points

or topics to be discussed. Each paper was read by ANATOLE, he

(:.A
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retained certain of the papers and, as set forth below, he
commented about ccrtain of the papers or related matters.

After outlining the CRUCIAL QUESTIONS we worked out an elici-

tation guide to be followed with NOSENKO as the beginning of
- the program. The elicitation guide is detailed separately.
€. ANATOLE submits the following as his recommendation
-nbout how to proceed with NOSLNKOC:

1. Isolate the CRUCIAL JUESTIONS for our guidénce

-end consideration. (We basically accomplished this 31 March
and 1 auﬁ 2 April although obviously these may be revised)-

2. hDevise questions for elicitation. The questioning
of NOSENKO is to begin immediately and is to follow the pro- |
cedures set forth separately. (The initial phasé of this:was

- accomplished. Additional or revised elicitation topics or ‘
questions wili be considered when the results of the fi}st
elicitation phaée are reviewed with ANATOLE).

3. A polygraph examination;. (ANATOLE believes another
polygraph based on questions he will help frame will be-assentiai.
It is his opinion that it will be possible to make the polygraph
meaningful if questiéns are based on a careful review bf thé
results of the elicitation and specifically on the basis of
his knowledge., ANATOLE believés-it-should be possible to use
the polygzraph effectively and to eliminate dr explain more

adequately the qualifications concerning MNOSENKO's veracity
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such as "substantially truthful" by pinpointing questions
and areas where there vemains doubt. ANATOLE agreed there
might be a question of vhen a polygraph examination should
be adninistered since it might be more effective after the
confrontation or'hostile interrogation of NOSENKO.)
4. A hostile/confrontation interrogation phase at
. which time NOSENXO would be faced with the errors, incén»
sistencies, falsshoods, etc. in his story and advised that
his nission failed. This phase of the approach to NOSENKO
‘would only be undertaken upon conclusion of the elicitation
phase or if or when NOSENX0O's attitude changes duiing the
:'elicitation phase. The confrontation would be undertaken
oniy when full research on cvery aspect of each CRUCIAL
QUESTION has been completed and specific questions are
' framed with ANATOLE on the basis of NOSENKO's information or
answers and all collateral information. In this connection

AWATOLE expects continuing research on each crucial question

so that each cgn be examined on the basis of a summary of al%
infofmation about the question, the dgtails of ﬁhat QGSENKO _‘
has said and related or collateral information such as
photographs or documents, etc. The hostile inferrogation phase
ANATOLE anticipates will be undertaken only after full consid-
exation of all possible problems. For example ANATOLE stresses
he will need to review the Bagley letter of November 18366 to
HOSEMKQ since this will be a Key element in considexing how to

- proceed with the coafrontation as well as to attempt to determine
. i : ': -
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what influence that letter has had on MNMOSERKO during the 67-068
interviews.

D. It was necessary to emphuasize tc ANATOLE the fact
that at this time it is not possible for Eﬁ to assure him that

everything NOSENKQC has said on any topic has been racovered

or is retrievable even for the interview period of 1267-1968
(and 69). Hoting the papers we had prepared ANATOLE had to

be told there was no assurance that everything NCOSENKO has

said was included or considered when attempting to extract

or suamarize his statements about a person or event. Specif;
icaily.it was noted that with a few exceptions no topic or

item is fully covered during one or two interviews. Even

thbugh ANATGCLE recognized the problem based on his review of

the tranécripts of the 1967-68 interviews it was necessary

.to emphasize the fact that the validity of any given question
we had framsd might be challenged, roeversed or modifiéd as the
proces§ of indexing- the transcripts continued, ANATOLE was

told that as of 31 March 1969 we had been able ta'indakland
ext¥act the transcripts and memoranda of the 1967-68 interviews.
~only through X-133 of approximately EGD-H-mémoranda. ANATOLE
also was told it is not possible teo be certain that_éll prévious
information from NOSENKO can be accurately and fully recovered,
For this reason it is difficult if not iumpossible toc isolate

what he night have saild in 1964 and/or 1965 and compare that
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statement with what he said in 1988, ANATOLE also acknowledged -
noting ths possible significunce of the interview techniques

as these have varied over the years, Contrast in the technique
and the approach to NOSENKO whero, for example, ho is provided
information or asked oanly to confirm a leading question has
tended to dilute if not obscure what NOSENKO actually has

had to say about many subjects; at this stage it may be
virtuaily impossible to distinguish MOSENKO's original infor-
mnation from subsequent statements modified as a result of.

" questioning. This problem is an important consideration
because the approach to the elicitation phase was developéd
with tﬁis in‘mind. Essentially it was agreed with ANATOLR
that despite previous statemsnts or information from NOSENKO
the elicitation phase would be managed to attempt to obtain

from NOSENXO everything he has to offer or say about each

CRUCIAL OUESTION at this time without referenco to any'previoﬁs

statement. It is ANATOLE's opinion that if NOSENKO provides

a full statement without prompting that further questioning

can bo meaningful after analysls of his statement despite |
the possibility NOSENKO has modified or revised his information
‘as he has learned or apparently learned what he tihinks is
wanted or he should say. ANATOLE believes the fundamental
problem remains and that despite NOSKENKO's twists and turns

it will be possible to sort through the various stories to

focus on the reascn for NOSEHEO's dispatch and determine the
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key items of diversion.
E. In reply to ANATOLE's question he was told that the
FBI continued to interview NOSENKXO usually with Mr. Solie
present but that I did not know in advance anything about the
topics of any inferviews. I told ANATOLE it was my opinion
fhat once elicitation from NOSENKO began on the basis of his
_recommendations that other interviews would stob. ¥e
recognized and agreed that there might be a tactical and/or
psychological problem with HOSENKO by shifting the interview
‘technique to elicitation rather than consultation and a
respénse to questioning. ANATOLE could not emphasize too
-strongly the neéd to let NOSENXO .respond fully with minimal
prodding or stimulation and without refreshing his memory.
ANATOLE was told it was my understanding the elicitation ;
'phasé would be conducted by Mr. Solie without FBI partici-’
bation although I did tell ANATOLE that the elicitation trans-
Eript results would uﬁdoubtedlf be given to the FBI just as
have the rcs&lfs of all the 1967-69 interviews. -
F. ANATOLE expects and recommends that the period of
elicitation will bé followed by the pericd of interrogation .
or confrontation to be conducte& by a teanm of threo persons -
The security expert, Mr. Solic; a counterintelligence specialist

who Kknows related cases and €I problems, and a Soviet specialist.
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ANATOLE says this tecam apbroach will be neccssayy to implement
a fast moving interrogation, based on the script he will help
devise, which will not permit NOSENKO time to reflect or
think.about his answers, The tactic will be to insist on

immediate and full answers and ANATOLE insists that once the

new elicitation phase begins NOSENKO not be permitted to

write any answers: He is not to be given any written assign-

ments: every response and reply is to be oral and transcribed
- and NHOSENKO must be encouraged and permitted to respond fullyé
he is not to be asked to confirm or deny any staterment nor is
“he to be assisted in replying to any question with suggestions_
or reminders.
~ 6. ANATOLE recognizes the problem of information from
-FﬁI sources and the release of thla information to him.- _He
re@peCas the FBI need to protect its sources and understands -
the FBI attitude even thopgh he quite obviously dlsngrees. He
believes that our failure to make relovant information availaﬁle
to him is shortsighted aﬁd lessens both his ecffectiveness and.
our ability to decipber the NOSENKO puzzle faster. ANATOLE
recalls that at the time NOSENKO defécte& in 1964 and there
was discussion with the FBI about the:SASHA lead and related
matters he asked for FBI file -and source information pertinent

to the problems., ANATOLE continues to believe there probably
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is a sericus quéstion about the possible sipgnificance of
NOSENKO to penetration of the FBI and the bona fides of FBI
sources in terms of misinformation (disinformation) in
relatién to both NOSENKO and other information. He is of
the opinion that a FBI source(s) probabiy came to the FBI
after his defection and perhaps after NOSENKO's contact if
not dispatch in 1964, He suggests the possibility there may
. be a false arrest and show trial of a FBI source in order to
further bolster NOSENKO's story. Although it has not been
possible to discuss this aspect of the NOSENXO story with
'ANATGLE_it seems clear that if we are to gain full neasure
from'ﬁNATOLE_it will be necessary for the FBI to approve
or conduct a bfiefing of ANATOLE appropriate to puting a
pofSpective on the FBI sources so he can assess what they

have said about NOSENKO and GOLITZYN. o

H. * The following are the CRUCIAL QUESTIONS which are to
form the basis for elicitation from NOSENKO. They arc set
forth in the order discussed. .

1. Misinformation in the Second Chief Dircctorate (scp)

(This is an #mmediate topic for clicitation as set forth-sépafaiely)

2. Leadership of tho KGB

3. Leadership ef the First Chief Directorate (FCD)

4, Leadership of the SCD

S. SHELEPIN's 1959 Report (This topic will be discussed
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copy.)

more thoroughly with ANATOLL before the gquestion is raised
with RNOSENXO again. ANATOLE was cmphatiﬁ in stating that it
had been a mistake to raise the subject of the KGB policy and
1959 zeorganization with NOSENKQ. He read the paper with
attachments but deferred comment except io note that NOSENKO

had said very little of significance. It was at this tine

- that AHATOLE first notod it was a mistake to permit NOSENRK

to write memoranda, ANATOLE obviously considers this aspact :

of the NOSENKO case most important and a topic which requires .

iits study particularly in view of the fact he now has extracts
from the GOLENIEWSKI letters which relate to the 1959 KGB

reﬁrganization and disinformation. ANATOLE also did not recalif
the book so it will be‘neccssary to make certain he has a

°

6, Penetration of the American Embassy Moscow

s

(ANATOLE considers this a most important topic which requires
additional study and elicitation later after research will
permit us to assess NOSENKO's statcments rapidly. AHATOLE-_
reiterates his conéerh that it is exactly and specifically

in this area that NOSENKO's reassurance of no KGB successes
is most likely diversion. ANATOLE expressed his concern that
in January he may have commentcd toe extensively and theoret-
ically about this problem. lie now wants to re-oxamine this
problem and refocus everyone back more precisely to NOSENKO

and his story)
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7. Penetration of CIA (This is a topic for later

elicitation from HOSENKG.)

8. VASSALL Case (ANATOLE believes NOSENKO should

be asked to reconstruct completely in detail everything he
knows about the VASSALL case: times, sourcas, officers, etc.,
at one taped session. Sinultaneously ANATOLE says we should
construct a complete chronology of everything NOSENKO

hazs sald about the VASSALL case since June 1962, including

the questions or comments put to NOSENKO about VASSALL. An

analysis comparison of these two papers will follow.,

ANATOLE proposes it may be possible to demonstrate

how a possibieApenetration of CIA could have precluded NOSENKO's

safety from 1962 to 1964. This may assist us to solve our

problem and also be ultimately useful in confronting NOSBEHXO

on the point of his dispatch and apparent immunity.

' 9. Boris BELITSKIY Case (ANATOLE approved elicitation i
and questioning on the basis of the summary ﬁﬁd.qucstiOpnaire;
NATOLE stresses the need to coﬁfine the questioning to.the
queséionnaire and the fact that NOSLKKD is not to he givén'.
additional informafion about the éase, its origins, ctc.,
cither as we knew it or now know it from ANATOLE. Thefe-will'
be some tie-in to the elicitation about Vliadimir Luovich ARTEMOY
and Alcksandr Konstantinovich KISLOV but other than the guestions
as set forth in the papers ANATOLE reviewed thers should be no

auestions asked which brief MOSEHEO or relate the three or

.

aiy other persons.
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ANATOLE needs a photograph of ARTEMOV to make certain
of identification and he needs photos others in the delegation
with BELITSKIY to try to determine if there were other KGB
officers in the delegation wh6 might have beeﬁ in on:the case
or the disinformation aspect)

10. The 1960 period of NOSENKO's career.

- This is to be an elicitation topic later after we
have summarized what we can about NOSENKO's stdry of this

period. In reply to ANATOLE's question based on his review

of the paper NOSENKO Timetable and Associates I told ANATOLE

the researcher had found it impossible to date to sort ouf
and isoléte NOSENKO's 1967-68 statements about his careér
dufing the period 1960 to 1962. ~ANATOLE was told this was
obviously a priority job but that it just had been aﬁ im=
possible'task without additional research and analysis. We
will discuss this fully when the isolation is compiete& and
in conjunction yithlbther topics. '

11, Vadim Viktorovich KOSOLAPOV 's November 1960 trip.

This item is for later elicitation after more
research is completed about the code'clerks,'perhaps a reinves-
tigation to make positive identifications, etc. " ANATOLE asked
if KOSOLAPOV'S trip to Copenhagen was confirmed (N-167 pg. 16)
and' I told him I thought it was under a different name.

ANATOLE would like details.

e Py F g
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12. The Robert Lee JOHNSONH case.

ANATOLE considers this an ifportant aspect of
NOSENKQ's throw-away material. He again questions th_the
SCH would Iend technicians to the FCD and wants HOSERKO to
explain this in defail as well as to fully detail again how,
from whom, etc., NOSENKO learned of this case, ANATOLE is
of the opinion new questions can be asked but agreed té_defer

elicitation on this case primarily because I pointed out

- that in 1965 a paper was written setting forth apparent

inherent security weaknesses in the Jnhnson case sone of which
at least suggested strongly that, in addition to Johnson's .
‘lack of access at one time, the KGP could have anticinated

a bl@w at aﬁy mornent. I outlined some of the points I recall
about the weaknesses of the principals and quite frankly I

toid ANATOLE that I doubted that anyoﬁa currently of the opinion

NOSENKO is bona fide would be any more inclined to credit the

' 1965 paper today than he has in the past. 1 agreed that it

might be useful_to'again attempt to get NOSENXO's story about
the JOHNSON case when this story would be exclusively NOSENKO's.

13, Aleksey HMikhaylovich GORBATEKNKO.

ANATOLE wants NOSENKO to tell in detail everything

" he knows about GORﬁATENKO. ANATOLE notes the 1955 promotion is
a key element but stresses no wmention of this is to be made
to NOSENKD. Despite previous mentions of CGORBATEHKO, which

should be collated, HOSENKO is to restate everything completely.

s Bt ]
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14, Serafim Nikalayevich LYALIN

Elicitation about LYALIN is to follow later.
All references to LYALIN by NOSENXO should be collated with
co}lateral information about him, If there is a pirotograph
of LYALIN, ANATOLE wants to see it to verify any NdSENKO
identification.

15, Vladislayv Mikhaylovich KOVSHUK. ANATOLE

‘considers NOSENKO's information about KOVSHUK most important
as a 1ater elicitation point., He does not want NOSENKO asked
any questions about KOVSHUK which may relate to KOVSHUK's
trip to the U.S.A. or KOVSHUK's association with KISLOV, 1If
. NOSENKO in Cdnnection with detailing the biographies of his
.friends includaes any of this about KéVSHUK he is NOT to be
questioned on'this matter or about the woman trouble previously
‘mentionzd.

ANATOLE needs eiact dates KOVSHUK was in the ﬁ.S.
and any details of activities he can be given from FBI faportiﬁg.
In connection with oﬁr discussion about KOVSHUK possibly working
with ‘and associating with journalists ANATOLE said he recalled.
an incident which he thiﬂks took place in 1939 whoen he mei'
KOVSHUK eon the street not far from the KGB officeﬁ when KOVSHUK
signalled him not to speak. ANATOLE did not and observed

KOVSHUK meet a Soviet journalist in an apparent agent type nceting.
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ANATOLE said he had forgotten this incident and he never snoke
to KOVSHUK about it. ANATOLE cannot recall the name of the
journalist but said he recalls knowing him slightly. He will
try to recall the name., (HNote for SM check: did KOVSHUK per
NOSENKO work vs, Americans with journalists and specifically
Ed Stevens?)

16. Eugene Peter SEREBRENNIKOV.

ANATOLE says what NOSENKQ has said is clear
but that this needs full research and analysis - what he éaid 
contrasted with what NOSENKO said and what SEREBRENNIKCV said -
before asking NOSENKO.about this again.
1?.<.Ad$m BROCHES Case

ANATOLE was told this lead information was being

reviewed in detail. That there was some apparent confusion

" and possibly misinterpretation or misunderstanding about his

HW 53216

lead infarmation.

ANATOLElfeiterate&,his.point that the KGB Qanted
to rgestablish-relations which had been broken after BROCHES
left France. ANATOLE knows about this from reading ZARUBIN
paper and he knows that the KGB wanted to talk to ZARUBIN
about this, u

ANATOLE said ‘that he would leave the decision

about when NOSENKO would be asked -about BROCHES again to S# -

it could be immediately when the review was completed oxr later.,

The review is in process and we will have to see what FBI

o4

may have asked receatly.
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18, Viktoxr KOPEYKIN. A later topic.

18. The CHEREPAROV Papers

ANATOLE stresses the importance of this case
but.sqys this must be a later topic for NOSENKO probably in
interrogation although it may be useful to have NOSENKO |
review his kﬁowledge again in detail before confrontation,

ANATOLE referred to the need to analyze
the results of the BOWDEN investigation before proceeding too

far with NHOSLNKO. In this connection ANATOLE was told State

7Sacurity was securely organizing this investigation and that

it was currently planned that interviews would commence with

- BOWDEN first inbluding mention to BOWDEN about his mention

HW 53216

in the CHEREPANOV papers. In response to ANATOLE's question

he was told that to my knowledge the FBI did not yet know

“about the BOWDEN investigation since to date it was a State.

Department inquiry based on a need to clarify certain possible

‘problems. ANATOLE said that he saw CHERBPANOV after CHEREPANOV

had transferred to the American Embassy Section wearing.a

Lt, Col. military uniform. ANATOLE said this was unusual and’
it suggests to him that CHEREPANOV was engagéd in an operation,
perhaps a contact posing as a military beginning in ;959.

Hé said CHEREPANOV had as a constant companion a young man in
the American Department but ANATOLE cannot recall the young
man's name. {(ANATOLE suggests later NOSENKO be asked if

CHEREPANOY wore a military uniform and:who was his companion,

H
S e |
"'—*--u'-.li
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probably in operations.)

QTN
FEi e icﬂ L]

for nanes.

@

I told ANATOLE I did not know if’
KO had naned any friends of CHEREPANOV but would check

NATOLE said he recalled also there was a big

chenge in CHIEREPANOV's attitude and demsanor between carly

1959 to mid - 1960 or, more probab

ANATOLE saw Cherepanov again.

\r

vy, Dec.

1960 when

ANATOLE said he can only

interpret that CHEREPANOV was in a better mood, more confident

in personality because he may have had some operational

SUCCLSs.,

in demeanor and mood could only relate to

operations.

20,

ANATCLE is of

The

AN

he opinion that CHEREPANHGY's change

erican Embassy

ANATOLE says this is not really a crucial

question although an important case which needs resolu%}on

eventually along lines se® forth in the paper

llomossxual Aspects but not oan the basis o

£

o

t

h

£»
N

»
)

s

HOSEN

ns

homosexual

angle (see separate discussion re homosexual aspects).

21.

The TOROY¥ and PENKOVSKIY Cases

They require special censidoration and move

resecarch and discussion. We are not ready now

these and it is his opinion he may have tende
. . ]

of the points about NOSLINKO by drawing paralle

In Januory, . le believes there are parallels s

DocId:32404748
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and we should continue to examine all aspects of the cases
but he concedes a better bass of understanding should be laid
before it will be possible to make a meaningful tie to

r‘-OSE}‘EKG -

DocId: 32404748 Page 18



. 18

22. KOSENKO's Fricndship with GUK, CHURANOY, KOVSHUK, etc.
ANATOLE emphasized the need to get from NOSENKO complcfe

details about his friends or claimed friends. ANATOLE agreed

with the line of inquiry outlined in the paper “"Knowledge Because
. of Association with other KGB Officers” and said elicitation

should include information sufficient to give us in one nlace

a perspective on NOSENKQ's associates and friends. This topic

can be covered immediately. ANATOLE stresses real importance

of Guk, Kovshuk and Churanov to NOSENKO. Ile notes Guk's wife

was the daughter of a minister and asks if NOSENKO‘coﬁld have

introduced them.- He also points out'CHURANOV in school with -

NOSENKO,

23

ANATOLE agreed elicitation on this tepic shouldﬂ%egﬁnA
immediately and was most interested in the possihle significance
Df this case vis a vis disinformation. He noted, of éourse, thé

~different perspective on the case and that apparently when ihis
case was considered in the context of support to NOSENKO's bona

fides analysis had not taken into account the actual origins

3

and development of the case. ANATOLE immediately connected the
SLAVACHENSKAYA angle to the PENKOVSKIY case and speculated that
the KGB may have been attempting to establish a separate

ostensiblv confirmatory source to tihe FRI to holster PRHIOVSKIY
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yno was in contact with the British and CIA. AMATOLE emphasized

siven a hint abkout the actual

-

his view that NOSENKD should not be
hesinnings of the case to prevent NOSENKO from nmodifying his story
.or being led to explanations. HOSENKO should retell his account
1 5

b case and thea he asked the questions listed

(See N-24 - This 2 later topic) ANATOLE requests
everything available about CGIMSBURG and sh ci€ 11; everything
NOSENKO has ever said. After the research ANATOLE thinks he
can spot soﬁething in connection with GINSRURG which is significant

but which he says eludes him at this time.

B b e e PP
ANATOLE stresses importance again as he 4id in KY

25, The Military Attache Incident.

transcripts. He persists in thinking there may be more hegé
han we have covered - that one of the MA's may have beén fe-.
cruited or someone else was recruited and advised about the trip.
He refers to N-32, and maintains this incident needs reéxamination;
and that probably after research the Attaches should be questioned‘ 
gain. ANATOLE says it his recollection that the KGR knew |
exactly the device they were looking for: that the KGR did not
hove 2 detection device ﬁhich could have heen effectiveAand that

the use of a box which looked like a detection maching was stag

’Q
]
~
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to covar up fact NGO knew exactly where to find the device and
wiat it was. He says his recoll=zction is that XKGB ¥new where
to looli and there was no search or monitorina. They just went
toe the right place., This means to ANATOLE a human not a machine
. - .y, 'I i!4“ '
source. He says questioning NOSENKD about this can enly follow
research.
b B, -+ W et
[A“\”OL? askﬂd if the informaticn about the Japanese

Colcnel in intelligence had been reported to the .Japanese and

what was the outcome, ANATOLE was told T did not know - would

ANATOLE was interested in this but we did nrot dwell
. ‘ . . o ":t;i'yi.:‘a -:4’-!\.-‘
on this sub;ect. ANATOLE believe it a give away diversion

altJLuoh ﬂrohably true Decision re additional elicitatioh to

be made by SH on bhasis time and framing questions.

-

27. Microphones in American Embassy

-QFOLF still SUﬁpests review this information from
NOSENXO and requestioning nartscularly to establish e: acLly
what NOSENKQ said when and if he said anything about XNOUT 177

Wing. Decision re timing of questioning by S5M.

28. WATKINS - Canadian Anbassador Case.

ANATOLE thinks it necessary NOSEXNYED retell In detail
pverything he knows about WATKINS in same way he to be asked

it Vassall., Then it will bhe nocoseary lineg out and compare
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exactly what ANATOLE sald and what NOSENKO said. ANATOLE points
out importance of early information from MOSENKO before he was

given background information or leading questions ANATOLE
thinks this can begin early in elicitation or be done later.
Declision re timing by SM. :

| (ANATOLE thinks it might be helpful for him to review
what MNOSENKO has said about Svetlana STALINA AGETEFEV A~ "
This is speculative but ANATOLE recalls or was told NOSENKD
sﬂbﬁld or did know something and he thinks there may be somne
clue here quut NQSE 0 S aRSOCJatPS friends, etc., possibly
' T TR
of lmportance.)

29. Code Clerks - 59-62
ANATOLE again emphasizes his need to sce a full review

of results of invegtigation of all the code clerk cases. He is -
con;inced there may be a ‘case here and that the clues haveAbeen
nlw%ed e Sreriooked. B says he cannot recall the necessary
detail and that it is only when h2o can be stlnulntpd vith names,-
dates, etc., that he may be able to pinpoint some angle qg
significance. ANATOLE was told we were also bothered ahout these
cases - that much work had been done but that, quite fran 1y I
could not sstimate how long it would talke to assemble the information
for orderly review. AMATOLE was told this is on the agenda - it

is a matter of time and neoplc. Any questioning of NOSENKD about

the

‘J}

e casecs can onlv he done later,
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30. CIA Complex Hoscow
ANATOLE said it would be necessary to research and
collate all the informatien ahout CIA officers and operations

0

in Mpscow incluc

e
P

ng visitors, i.e., ThY2rs, to get a picture

Famy

of their activities, associates, XGB officers they met and
noparational activities which might have made them vulnerablé.
ANATOLE opines ROSENEQ should know more specifics about this and
that later it will he nécessnry to question him with specifics
during the confrontation stage after comparing late elicitation

results with collateral details.

31. A Code Clerx in American Fmbassy with §pani§h Language

or Spanish Background. - -
ANATOLT noted the reference in the paper re Vladimir

vaovich ARTEMOV to MOSERKO's informotion that ARTEMOV knew Snanish
. and sald there might be a connection to sowething he vaguely
-Iecnllcd ahout an interest in or a case against an America; code
clérk of Sﬁanish_backgreund ar vwhe SPDkQ Spanish. ANATOLE
said the perlod was 1957-60, Ie could not recall details. He
sald this‘should be considered a special case for him to work on’
now for later qunstlonlnn of NOGENKO if research Indicated this
necessary. ANATOLE requested :for review any inférmatiQn-avaliahle

re code cloerks, civilian or military, in Moscow 537-60 with Sparish

language or background,
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32. Vladiair SUSLOV and Vasilly V. VARKIRHSHEY

ANATOLE agreed that the questions re VAXHRUSHEVY should

be asked of NIEENKED during the first elicitatiosn stares. ANATOLR

in VAXIRUSHEV. (SN NOTE: Question

leleted from paragraph 11 by SH on basis
UNRESCEeSSATY. hen reviewing paper with ANATALE., ile, of course,

3. - ] ?y
asked about R and was t

VAKHRUSHEV and researcher had included question because

Rwas on same shin once with

had high 'US Government contacts ircluding some early 1950 work

Nom

o
>

o

on U.5. intclligence community reviews.)

[y

A

0

pecific question ANATOLE asked was alout any collateral
or documantary information that VAXIRUSHEV attended the Instxtuto
- 3 Foreign Relations. He also asked iIf there wers photographs

0f VAXHRUSHEV's wife(s) available and if NOSENKD had identified

hem. HMe would like to ‘see them too. (8 NOTE: See 12 August

t
ey cw*v;q: Ty H an et V&"I:Q”{‘;;".v! o } ‘1‘ o whi h 0oen ,1] Yinr
) i s sSCchool ing anc ARUIRULHEY '35 SCho¢cliing nic needs CcaecxkKlngz.
AN ﬁr)bd is speculating on possibility NOSENKQ was in Military

Institute of Fereien Languages. 1 hiad to answer ANATOLE that I

rd

did not know if{ there was any cnliataral praof that NOSEXEKD was

a2 wrndent at the Institute ef Foreign/Intornational Nelations

\)

nue would check.  ANATOLE nrejocts this noint on the logical
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nroeression of MOSTENKO's schooling in the military and probability
that hicher education would have heen undef military unlass some
special family or other irfluence permitted change. He alsc notes
#0OSENKO's continuvation in Naval Service and confirms hec saw
HOSENKO. in Navy.uniform in March 1953 in XGB Hdgs,

ANATOLE suggests this aspect be reexamined after
elicitation in Iiwht of NOSENKO's answers and information about
VAKHRUSHEV and SUQJOV, who was in Irwtltutc of Forelen Pelatlons.
ENATOLE says CHURANOV was in Forelcn Relqtioﬁq Institute. and thap

S
G e n M t stitute. Ah\TOLE < t hi ay b
ux was i ilitary Institu / speculates tw s m z 1]
area where NOSENKO is hiding his close relationship thh Guk -
that he might have first known Guk in the Military Inqtitute aIthaugh

GUK a couple of years older than NOSENKO. Guk worked in GRYU
but ANATCLE does not remember if Navy. ANATOLE says. “e/zéﬁijder
fugher elicitation later and also a surprise question on new
polyéraph'aéout NOSENKO'S attendance at the Military Instituée.
A. The paper NOSENKQ'S Defection was read by ANATOLE
j‘wﬁtﬂ interest, I did no% have 2 coples of this papef. ANATOLE
was told a copy would be furnished him at next meeting. Certﬁin_
comments which follow are based on information from this paper
hut a specific comment by ANATOLE was (see para 2 page 2 of papeé):
It is true TSYMRAL was a former member of Department 4.
It ;is illogical that TSYMPAL was transferred to the Illegal
Directorate and more illogical he would travel with-the delegation
.

f he were head of the Illegals directorate. As Head of the 4th
[ ST ol .
-3 . !

o
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Pepartment he would go with the delegation but nermally and
logically there would be no mixing of legal and 1llegal elements,
- -

The KGB would not permit any publicity or identification of

TSYHMBAL If he were head of the -Illegals, ANATOLE can only conclude

W s

‘this infeormation is to create the impression of reorganizatien

after his defection,

M

B. ANATOLE also points out the illogic asnect of a
Tourist Department officer as security officer to such a delegation.
Hé also notes that when senior officials such as GROMYKO travel
there are specially assigned expert éecurity officefs with their
delégations if any are sent at‘all. ife notes thﬁt for the most
nart the.senlof officials travel without security eofficers excent

nrotective experts assigned such as would be the situation NDSENKO.

describes.

ANATOLE says a basic questiocn for confrontation will
be about the inclusion of a “"speclial security officer” In a o

delegation such a3 one headed by the Forelgn Minister. He says

e =t

the inclusion of a pcrsdn'such as YOSE?K_ is very unusual. ~ The o
Forelgn ﬁinlstef 3ndlhis aldes, etc., are trusted men wao gé

abroad regularly. These are always experienced KGR officers,

on the operations in support of the delegétions and the planning -

iz well in advance. These officers can handle anfthing.. At a

‘later daté ANATGLE says we can confront NOSENXO with this‘

opposite pesition from ANATOLYL,
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C. ANATOLE sald the story about NOSENKOD's rele with

-

SHAKHDY just plves a reasen to us about why NOSENKO was in

w2

GCeneva. There would he no reason for any special intevest by
NOSENRO. The rosidentura could and would handle any technical
devices and operations such as NOSEMED describes.

. ‘?5*51,% ORSKTY

ANATOLE found this connectlon and final drirnking hout interesting

0
3.8
e

and salid b GuXx ana XREPKOCOASXNIY would Yknow what NOSENKO's
mlssian was in 1962, I coculd provide ne information ahout
KPEPVOCOQS {IY and ANATOLE asked to see photo of KREPKOCGORSKIY,

nothing he could not recall name,

ANATOLE asked for information (SM NOTE: SM needs

P

check signif ;

cance - where in "NOSENKO - Defection' paper, What

HOSENKD say, etc.). _ :

F. ANATOLE says 2 later question NOSENKO should be

i - o'. . " .D - - 5 - - ’
asxpd/way in 1962 he rejected the idea of using his positien

v

in gxe Tourist Department as the legical position from which he

could keep in contact with AIJ, i.e., a tourist sent to be

vyectrulted by NOSENKG, etc.

-
g

(]

3. Personnel of 15t Section, 1st Dent. 1953 - 61

AMATOLE bhelieves this will be important arca for late

clicitation and, perhaps, confrontation after we have aopaortunity

»
to analyze averything MNOSENED says vs the collateral and ANATOLE®

to resanrch this,

s




casts we double chack the deahriefing of

o

apprnach and reexarine ¢ backoround

if there is anything which

o

0 sec

Q

and what he has becn doling

looks significant now, l.e., anything imvortant given hindsight

and more information.

34, The haurlce De Jean Case

e e i i i i i 8 ——

ANATOLE said it was important to line out in quotes
by date everything tiat NOSENKD sald abhout De Jean and do the same

for the information from Yuriy Vasilyevich  KROTXKOV. These

should then be lined out and chronelogically cempared with what
ANATOLE said. On the basis of these conclusions and the time
'sequenhe we Jnouléﬁ@ﬁbn*eta ine the nroble mlof the leakage of lead
information to try te get indicatioﬁaﬁnﬂbleast of Eow, way and
where ANATOLE‘S information leaked. AMATOLE said we'shoulshé}so
consider the nossible problem of leakace in connection with fhc
WATKIN's Casz and the uCVP in this. M= ﬁlso notes that GRIHANOV'S

role and visit to Paris ﬂqy be important so when MDOSENKD rﬂSﬂonds

to questions about GRIBANOV we should examine this as ipect also.

Specifically, NOSEMKO should comment about why GRIBANGV went to
Paris.
35. ODUSHEK an 913“‘0V

n connection with discussions ahout G‘Tu\‘?J and his

wo discussed the BUSHVEY casa apd ANMATOLD was told
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15 January NOSEHKD to Geneva from Paris.

4 Feb (SM believ&s) GRIPARNOV arrives Paris from Vienua -
o AP AN WA
NOSLNKOD defects.,

7 Feb. GRIBANCY departs Parls for Vienna (GRIBANOV uses
name GORIMCY In Vienna and with BUSHEX.)

12 Féb Soviets in Switzerland strongly protest teo Swiss
about NOSENKOQ's defection.

ld.Féh (maybe 13 Teh.) GRIBANOV, according to DUSHELK,
relaxed about NOSENKO defection when RUSHEK raised auestion.

ANATOLE suggests questions re BUSHEK come later.

Ay

36. Recayl Telegran

: It is apparent to A?ATOLE there is significant in-
formation about this aspect of the NOSEHNKO case from the FBI,
This goes to the.basic qﬁestion of c003er$tion with the PBI and
his knowledge which he concédes is a basic FRI decision about

what he -sees of the recall telegram information. ANATOLE has

_seah only NOSENKO's information (transcripts, etc.). The

-

- significance of this may bear on the question ef rank discussed
separately but even without being able to discuss all aspects
£ the recall telegram with ANATOLE he sugerests .we should examine

18

if we have not dons this the details of NOSENKO's admissions he
l1ied about his rank and the recall telegram. ANATOLE says it is
necessary to determine:  the exact date NOSENKD breke . on -each

stery: who was involved: who Ynew he was belng pressured: was there

coordination with the FRT about the pressurs on the recall telegram;
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what and who led us to conclude the stories were false; what

were the dates invelved hetween NOSENKG's story of the telagran

and the information from another source(s): was there time for

NOSENKO to confirm his use of the recall telegram story: could
the message from NOSENXO have gotten to another source or wonld

. it appear the telegram storf had to be planned in advance and

"not triggered by confirmation from NOSENKO; after NOSENKQ broke
was the other source(s) ﬁanfropted; was there any cnange in the
relatiens with the other source(s); has there been any cellateral
information reflecting XGB knowledge he has broken on tank or the
telegram stories. ANATOLE :suggests this aspect of the guestion
of.bona fides come .later in cdnfrontation and he assumes SM will
be covering this fully even though he hopes there will 5e.permissién
for ﬁim to he fully read into this. Ille was told, for the record
since nhe obviously understood the implications, I could promfse
nething*sinée an} discussion abont the recall telegram and any
other soufce would mean opening to him full infermation about any
source since everyone, iﬁcluding the FRI,knew he would never be
satisfied with partial limited information. He laughingly agveed
he would press for full information but did concede he might |
(temporarily?) scttle for less than the full scurce information
if the context of the information about NOSENKD was complete and

‘he could uvunderstand ti of the source's position, etc.

HW¥ 53216 DocId:32404748 Page 30



I said we would think ahout what could he done but that optimism
was not in order.
37 . “QE[ZEQJQtﬂtPﬁeut Fondomnxnwfgovr 't Regime
ANATOLE outlined the steps to be taken to ohtain from
NGSENKO a statement which in its ultimate written form may serve
botix as a contrel and a propaganda instrument. ANATOLY believes
that leading NOSENKO to a final absolute written and documented
statement against the Soviets will not only pefmit us to judge
NJSENKO more accurately by observing his reactions hut also
provide additional psychological pressure useful in the final
stages of dealing with NOSENKD when we confront him with the
evidence we knowlhe was on a mission. ANATOLE believes the
fihal‘denunciatory:statement may help tin the balance in galning
NOSENKO's céoperation/confession.
‘The steps to he taken are as follows:
- " A. Elicit from NOSENKO statements as detailed and
speéifié as posslble condemﬁing the Soviet regime, the KGB; the
pafty, 1nd1§1duals, etc.. Thls should be at a fast tempg, {(This
—can begin immediaie}y.) ‘
- B.  After reviewing these statcments elicit frem
NOSENXO increasingly detailed condemnnatory stateﬁents-by having
him add details about persons and activities. 7
€. Concurrent with 37A abnvé NOSENKXD should he ask
to enumcrate in detail each example of -fhose tnlngs he did, 'saw

-

or heard about which breunht him to the peint of defectlon. If

ha does not mention the YGHR rhen at later stmgc in the
slicitation process he 13 Lﬂwﬁp nressed for reasons he disli

LS VL By \ug
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the KGB., He should he led to make statements about repugnant
XG% technligues such as blackmail, hoters-sexual and homosexual

cntrapments against diplomats, tourists, preminent Western

[

sciontists, etc. He should be led to exrress his disgust at

#

every st»ée about the intimidation practiced and should include
Russian youth and the spying on intellectuals.

D._ After NOSENKO has enumerated and elaborated his
éeﬁunciatinn and condemnation of the Soviets, orally and at
lencth he should be asked to write in his cwn words a statement
which he will agree can be published. He should be asked at
this point,:alphaugh it may be necessary to ask him earlier, iLf
he: is prepared to make an official statement condemning the
Soviet regime and specific people. lle will he told that with
nis CQOpération we want to expose the Soviet regime on the basis

.
of . real knowledge. This first statement will bhe revised by us
to 1ﬁclude Specifics and whi;h will include statements such as
"1 condemn SHELEPIN, GR{BANOV, etc. for - O - - -": "I condemn

: GRIBANOV for forcing me to engage in reprehensible homosexual

k]

entrapments - - ; "I condemn a system which deals in misinformation

L&

and cenfusion such as that led by ACAYANTS - - ',
£ At a later stage after review of his other
statements about personnel, the KGB organization, etc;ias follow-
up e should in interview only detall what steps were taken to
commteract the damage from GOLITZYN's defection and the KGR

rooTganization.  lie should list .all nersonncl structural and

IR R
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& a2 &
particularly the functional changes in the KGB. He should he

asked the speclfic question of when was a conference held to

consider the impact of GOLITZYH's knowledge about tourists ané
the loss of d5CHments. He should relate this to the 1964 Tourist
Conference he séys was schedule&.

F. The final written condematery statement will he

considered for publication with or without HNOSENKO's annreval or

key element in assessing

¢

agreement. The statement should be a
!

his reaction at the polint where his confession/cooperation is
solicited and he is told it will be published.

38, KOSENXO's "SASHA" Casc

There was little discussion of this excenpt to consider
need to review more and consider thls a topic for later questionlng.

30. PREISFREUND

ANATOLE considers this a topic worth more study and

‘review on the hasis that something may have been overlooked

which relates to misinformation about the American Embassy. or
American personnel. We should not consider this case closed and

more research is needed.

¢

(‘ﬁATOLE sees no relevancy to the questions re GOLITZYN.

P -

If we have some operatlonally significant angle he can approve
‘gquestions but he sees none - he finds this unnecessary and question

‘15 especlially unnecessary. AXNATOLE

kel

RSP
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ANATOLE : .

pointed out the b.ic and only question with.eSpect to NOSENKO
is misinformation and he éees no advéntage.or assistance
resulting from-quéstion;about GOLITZYN, However, he said this
was not his decision. He was told the paper about the GOLITZYN
question was prepared by a researcher who works exclusively
‘at this time oﬁ the 1967-1968 materials and the researcher
responded to a general requirement to extract information and
frame questions to be asked of NOSENKO which could be tested
against Kknown information, The researcher obviously beliéves
that if NOSENKO were to make a false or misleading statement
which GOLITZYN has or could deny or prove ﬁrong NOSENKO would
be in a bind. ANATOLE was also told he must understand that
~éompartmentation in research and on NOSENKO as well as on
1argef issues means that we will review a few papers which ére
:useless in the lﬁrger context eventhough to the researcher who

has a narrow view the concern is real.)

40, ﬂGeﬁﬁadiy Ivanovich GRYAZNOV.

" ANATOLE's reaction to the questions and paper was that they
will not accomplish much of significance re GRYAZNOV since he
thinks there is a GRYAZNOV relationship to the code clerk cases
which‘can only be deotermined after that research and analysis

of information about GRYAZNOV. He agréed thelquestions could -
be used later during elicitation as time fillers and péeliminary
to hard questions but not much will come because the quéstions

are not to the point, which he did not -explain fully.
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AMATOLE did'specificaily challenge NOSENKO's story of his
Cclose relationship with GRYAZNOV as a 1llie. ANATOLE nétes the
possibility there was leakage of his identification to the FDI
and CIA of GRYAZNOV as a source. Varticularly ANATOLE says
NOSTNKO's story of a close rclationship with GRYAZNOV in 1962

_is probably false because there was no previous relatioﬁshipj
leading to this. ANATOLE said definitely that GRYAZNOV would
Vﬁave heen punished if the KGR knew he was identified as a source
to GOLITZYN. |

ANATOLE says there is a contradiction with NGSENKﬁ trying .
to build‘up_his relationship with GRYAZNOV and down-play or,
“more accurateiy minimize, the extent of his relationé with
CHURANOV and GUK. ANATOLE believes it was a deliberﬁte part

of NOSENKO's legend to set him close to GRYAZNOV since GRYAZNOV

was an é;knowledged source of some of COLITZYN's informatfon.
he NOSENKO-G?YA?&OV relationship will be a key element . in

future questioning.

: A. "Comment on NOSENKO Family Relations™ was a pﬁper in

which ANATOLE found little of importance or significance as‘a

crucial noint excent that as the discussions progressed he de-

-

veloped the idea that the 1945-50 peried may be crucial after

all., ANATOLE sees little questlen about most of his life and

specifically ANATOLE says the homosexual guestiern is not "in
line with available cvidence”. ANATOLE thought theseé questions

wonld give MOSENYOQ the impression we are "unprofessional” but
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immediately conceded this is really not ‘a problem since NOSENKO

has not been handled very professionally in the past.

B. "NOUSENKO - Homosexual Aspects"
ANATOLE questions any assumption that NOSENKO had any

“"expertise™ on homo operations. Ie just does not think NOSENKO
was an "expert'" or a ''specialist” and points out he can run
them at level he has described with very little knowledge.

= ANATOLE says he knows NOSENKO was not a homosexuallbefore and
doubts he would have been consulted by anyone as a "specialist", .
In view Dbasic doubts'ig any questions to be used should be

woven into other topics and not treated as separate subject.

“41. RUMYANfSEV

“ After reading the paper ANATOLE said there is nothing
to ask NOSENKO at this time. ANATOLE maintains this will be a
.special question later. ANATOLE directly relates the RUMYANTSEV
.c;se to what he considers was the serious mistake of asking
NOSENXO aSout the'May.1959 conference. (See N-228) He also
thinks further duestions on the conference should only come -
latexr. ANATOLE sa# clearly why no questions should have been
asked about RUMYANTSEV and May 59 Conference bﬁt after mistake'
made it may be we will want to adjust and consider what we might

gain by some questions during elicitation or if touching on this
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point will upset the phasing of questions to NOSENKO. This
matter will be discussed fufther after ANATOLE reads the papers
carefully. ANATOLE was told it will be clear to him fhat the
May 59 meeting was known through GOLIENEWSKI and there was
some indication from this source also of wide scale misinfor-
mation programs. It was also noted that in ny 0pinion the
guestions for NOSENKO, even with hindsight and mylknowledge of
how seriously GOLITZYN's information about this conference has
been viewed, wefe normal intelligence officer questions whicin
NOSENKO could expect based on the overt information made available,.
Qértainly the questions were not unusual except for the'fact
that they indeed wefe different from other questions asked of
NOSENKO because they ‘touched con political matters. To the eitent
tha£ N4228 showed NOSENKO someone at a late date was interested .
- in bolitical natters NOSENKO may have been alerted. Certainly it
would-seem those questions were completely out of context -
_éut of the blue so to speak - and since there was no follow-up
NOSENKO may feel there is no real interest because there has
been no real interest in matters political with him.

A. "NOSENXQO - Use of Alias by KGB Officers"

ANATOLE commented these were very good questioms. They
could be asked during elicitation or later during the crucial -
or hard questioning phase when we were assured of fast follow-up
questioning. |

B. "NOSENKO - Knowledge Because of Association with other

KBL Officers'.

ANATOLE thought this was excellent approach. le

el

)
ot

3
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‘commented in connection with paras 9 and 11 and using this paper

stressed need to elicit all possible from NOSENKO orally during

interview and no written memorandum. ANATOLE outlined need for

NOSENKO to list exact dates of all his service assignments;
when he first met cach officer; detailed biography‘of each
officer, etc. He retained without comment the 28 March 1959
addendum re RAXQVSKIY, KUTYREV, and SUROV. _ |
42. Nikolay S. SKVORTSOV and Vladimir Vasilyevich KRIVOSHEY

ANATOLE, as with these officers, separately lists KGB

. officers of special significance as part of the enumeration of -

CRUCIAL QUESTIONS because they are not only prominent in

NOSENKO's story but also of major concern to us since they work

against Anmexicans. They are important even without NOSENKO.
In most instances also there will be the initial new elicitation

about them from NOSENKO. Then NOSENKO's previous information

will be collated and compared with collateral information,

including previous information from GOLITZYN, after which ANATOLE

will review, comment with new information, if any, and franme

pertinent questions for NOSENKO. Specifically ANATOLE says

that NOSENKO's statement he consulted SKVORTSOV about tourist
operations 1955-59 is nonsense. -SKVORTSOV was'in Germany until

1959, NOSEMNKO should be asked what kind of tourist operations,

etc,
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43. Nikolay Grigoryevich BAGRICHEV

44, GRIBANOV (GORBUNOV)

ANATOLE stresses the importance of collating all
information about the activities of GRIBANOV and separate the
sourcing. ‘

45. NOSENKO-Asen GEORGIEV Case

ANATOLE believes thess questions useful now in
elicitation phasa, He wants to review everything NOSENKO has
sald about Anatoliy S. KOZLOV and view any photos. I éould
not confirm that KOZLOV had participated in the GEESD case..
ANATOLE asks if we can confirm KOZLOV was Chief of the Amarléaﬁ
Section when NOSENKO 1eft the Section in 1955 and what NOSENKO
said about:early relations including precise dates when EO?ENKO
says KOZLOV was his boss. In this connection it is noted #hat
NOSENXO says KOZLOV was Chief of Dept I (Page 1 of paper) then
Deputy Chief of Dept 7 (page 4). ANATOLE says as elicitation
questioﬁ NOSENKO shouid be asked why the demotion and also what
happened to GORBATENKO. |

| Not unexpectedly, ANATOLE said he would eventuaily
want to see the file on the GEORGILV case to.see what the
tie-in to the Sovicts may have been.

46. Viadinir Lvovich ARTEMOV

ANATOLE would 1like photpgraph and travel record for

ARTEMOV.
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47. Mikhail Stepanovich BANNIKOV

ANATOLE wants background info and photo,

48, Fedor Alckseyevich SHCHERBAK
See 47
49. TFNU GOLOVKOV.

e A. Nikolay Dmitrievich ARKHIPOV

ANATOLE wants ba;kground ané’photograph. ANATOLE
thinks questions re Egil SUNDAR needed and that NOSENKO\should
fully explain how and why he became involved with a journalist
and what kind of an agent was SUNDAR and his background, etc;
SUNDAR's targets should be described fully and NOBERRO should
explain the relevancy of this to tourist opefations.rl

| B. ANATOLE asked about the Arsene FRIPPEL case but 1
could not answer with complete assurance the details of his
recruitment, admissions, idéntificatioﬁs, etc. ANATOLE was told,
however, éveéyona satisfied about this apparently but would.check.

- C. ANATOLE suggests full exploration with NOSENKO to
get his explanétion fér the use of the techniciéns IVANOV, SSRGEY,
and LEBEDEV, Lev A, in the recruitment of the British tourist
Eric LUKIS? 1Is there a relatibnship.to the Johnson'case..

»

50, 1Ivan Alekseyevich YEROFEYEV

ANATOLE wants photo and travel record.
A. In connection with this also, ANATOLE requested.
a list of all CIA persohnel in contact with Soviets in Berlin.

(Page 2) He said he had originally or earlier asked for this

I e Wil A o
Do
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several times and he rclated this request to the larger question

of his analysis which he raised with Mr. Solie and which has

"gone unanswered - he asked for and wants a list of all CIA

people in overt contact with Soviets world-wide. My only comment

was to the point that compilation of such lists was difficult

. if not impossible.

HW 53216

S1. 1Ivan Abramovich PANASENKQ

See 50.
52, " PIVRNEV
| ANATOLE says this topic is definitely a confrontatioﬁ
topic. _Specifically he noted para 7 in this connection. o
| ANATOLE says he needs the substance of the follow-up
and results of the CEINGMEE® case to frame questions re PI{?NEV
but he also makes the point he considers the GEIENIE® case
impoftant separately from considerations of NOSENKO. He repallcé*
Mr. d'HEAL was to review the file with him and arrange interview
of mbut.he has heard nothing. On the basis of short
discussion ANATOLE believes there are unexplored aspects.to.fhié'
case énd parallelé with the RUMYANTSEV case as far as NOSENKO
is concerned which may go to penetration in the AM EMB, Moscow
or even to Germany. The timing is important. - ‘

A. Aleksandr Konstantinovich KISLOV

ANATOLE relates interest in KISLOV to KOVSHUK as well

as to-the BELITSKIY case to begin in overzll elicitation about

KGB officers. He wants to review the FBI information about

\ ehﬂ'
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KISLOV's U,S. activities and surveillance reports of his
association with KOVSHUK., All the questions re KISLOV should
be used in elicitation.

B. In connection with NOSENKO's stories about his status
and covér in Geneva in 1962 and 1964, ANATOLE would like to
review all verified info against NOSENKQO's statements. For
example was his diplomatic passport verified, etc.

C.x ANATOLE would like to review the lists of other members
of the delegations of which he was a member as well as the |

"'lists of other deiegations there at the same time,

(SM NDTE; Check N-127, page 7 - he could take orders Sf
Chairman on POPOV case., Compare with other info re POPOV case-
from NOSIENXKO. Why would,hg,have orders on POPOV case in his

" safe in 19647 The order was put out in 1959 (:Spgﬁgg,},,‘,,NOSENKO.j _
would kmow this in 1962 - immediately after American Section duff.:
"He would have it or access to it but why as late as 1964”in
Touri Dept ) _ - A

- D. After con31derable raflectlon ' ANATOLE thinks it is quite'
p0351ble that NOSENKO held the rank of Lt. Col. but that when he -
saw he was suspect on the rank issue because his actual history
and his assignments as he described them did not warrant the_‘

to cover his dispatch/mission

Lt. Col. rank .

znd the reward he received he decided to agrec and downplay his
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importance, He had to accede to his interviewers to avoid more

questions about why and how he became a Lt. Col. ANATOLE

thinks he may have been rewarded (promoted) quietly with only
a very few persons knowledgﬁble. (SM NOTE:- Check all reports;)
ANATOLE suggests this question for polygraph: '"Did the
travel document you brought reflect your truelrank-on the basis
of your success and achievements of your game with AIS which
began in June 1962 in Geneva?
In this connection also ANATOLE points to two promotions

in one year (1962) (See N-181 pg 27): Chief of Section then

Deputy Chief of Department. MHow has NOSENKO explained this

‘when he was not in his first job even three months and he had

no major successes in Geneva (except contact with CIA?) - What
were the cases he handled and the recruitments he made in 19627

53. American Ambassadors

ANATOLE believes at a later date NOSENKO should be

_.asked or confronted about operations against American Ambassadors.

HW 53216

"However, as an elicitation question ANATOLE.thinks he
should be asked if he knew of any American Ambassador who was
recruited at any time by SCD? | |

Later, under the hostile interrogation he would be
asked if he knew about an important high level SCﬁ American.
agent who was rccontacted and reactivated when he visited Moscow
in 1959, Other questions to follow from the team of intefrogators

such as who did or would have handled this agent, etc,
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54. Yuriy GUK's Agent in Washington

ANATOLE thinks this case needs attention again even
though it may not bear on the NOSENXO case. He says it needs
:analygis and future research on the basis of what action the
FBI took. If there is something pertinent to NOSENKO we can

consider for later use,

55. Yuriy Vasilyevich KROTKQV
| ANATOLE says we should exXtract and review what -
NOSENKO has said about KROTKOV and line out the parallels.
~in the info. ANATOLE notes KROTKOV - Oct 1963; Cherepanov -~
ﬁov 1963 and NOSENKO - Jan 1964, and he thinks we need to frame‘-
questions‘td inc}ude KROTKOV in our considaratioﬁs._ He recails |

KROTKOV promised an expose of the KGB and this never'camge

about,

HY¥ 53216 DocId:32404748 Page 44



"y

p

i
“ W% B
'-. 3 g . . -
: \ - x 3 { .
-2 ~ " " . .

CORRECTION AND AMENDMENT TO PARA 35/PAGE 28 of
ATTACHMENT B TO MEMO FOR THE RECORD DATED 7 APRIL 1969,
SUBJECT: ANATOLE RE NOSENKO:

2 - 11 Jan 64 GRIBANOV applied for Austrian, French,

(8 Jan) and Swiss visas.

18 Jan NOSENKO arrives in Geneyé from Paris.
19 Jan .Mikhail S. ROGOV‘a?rives Swit;erland.
‘24 - .25 ;an" ‘ ROGOV registered Hotel Regina, Bern
25 - 28 Jan ROGOV registered liotel Krebs,'Bern : )
'.28 Jan - ROGOV to Rome
5 Jan - 5 Feb | GRIEANOV, FEDORENKO, KURISHEV and NOViK at

Winter Olympics, Innsbruck.

Y Feb GRIBANOGY ,n Vianng
4 Feb NOSENKO defects
6 Feb ' Soviet Ambassador advises Chief, Soviet Delegation

Disarmament Conference NOSENMKO disappeared 4 Feb,
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8 Feb

9 Feb

10 Feb

" 12 Feb

14 Feb

14 Febh

1P Fag
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GRIBANOV arrives Paris. KOVSHUX was in Paris.

Soviet official in Geneva reports to Swiss

police NOSENKOQ missing.
ROGOV returned. to Bern

Radioc news in Switzerland attributed Swiss

and Soviet sources said NOSENKO presumably had

defected.

GRIBANOV left Paris for Vienna, BUSCHEK claims

to have seen him 10 Feb.

TSARAPKIN, not Soviet Ambassador to Switzerland,
holds conference condemning Swiss for permitfing
NOSENKQO's kidnapping. Swiss called Soviet
Ambassador Bern and strongly profested

TSARAPUIN action,

GRIBANOV dinner party with BUSCHEK at which

GRIBANOV not unduly disturbed about NOSENKO.

ROGOV departed Switzerland via Austria,
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