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Director of (cnt~~l Int~11igcnce 

:'U~J[CT: YUTiy I. ~o~r~ro 

1. The :tttac.:;ec l!leMOTant!um d(,<;cTih",~ the technir. 1J.es 
I:~ed !mc! t:".~ Tt"~ults o:"tai':'l('(l in t~e first l"ha.'! of tl·e 
~lt·S('r.t ir.t('rro~nti:'>r.. of ~:OS~:':I:(). T!H~ r.ost ~i~nific:mt 
itr~ to e~erpe iror t\is ~uc5ticninp Dn~ rel~ted ~olY~ra~b 
te~tir.g :,!'rtain~·d to ;'U:lj~ct'~ storY en I.t'C I:arvcy rS:'·:\l~. 
:;ti:"j'1ct'~ Tractions to the ,,(\l"~r;t,h inciC::Ite that ~e 
T.cvcr ;iear~ of (,S:,·.ALD .mtil after r'resi<'(·nt ~~ennedy's 

8ssassirlation in ~':o\'er:-~E'r 19(.1:-t'.F..t he .... as not ;tn actiYe 
nartici~8qt in the C~~e 35 cl~ired 2nd t~~t hi~ whol~ 
story on C.S~:"ALD \"as nrcnnreJ bv t:a' !:r.:\ and r,iven 1:0 U~ 
at t~eir ~ircction. 

2. Other :trC8~ of ~t!"cn!' reacticn r'!!el" to St;bject's 
suspected contact \-:it1• U.e Kf.;:; .... :I~le in r,cnev:l in 196:! 3:ld 
1964 and to Ahidian and the l'U5!lUro ~treet dror (J.:PY factor 
in t~.e PF\i:0V~KlY cor.-prorisc). Su~'jcct ~eca~c veT)" u~set 
;t Qcesticning on t:1i$ 5uh ject ani! rC{LJscd to Ci~C\lS5 },is 
o-..:n a11('~ed illvol vt'rent in t l -(, cas~. r:e Illse. touched U,:l:l 

':CSE:\KO's !lare .• tal ·,nC:,grN;n~. ~eril)\!s of ir'"risonr-ent end 
hl)t:lo~exual i ty. Hi~ .cactlor:s here all POi01tcd to clear-
cut contradictions in the story he has told us. 

3. Tht"rc still rer.oain !I:('veral area~ of intcr0st an~ 
i~ortance to be covered with the tcchni~ucs used to ~ate. 
5'C' expect to cor.rplete thi~ Hne of questioning by 28 t)ctober. 

4. This first phase hilS enablcd U5 to confim OUT' 
analyse:; of Kev nsrccts of t~.i!: cac:;c. )'crc ir-:nortltnt is 
tlo.e "fact that ~;O:f~:~O }:!!o':s he> is reacting in s~r.sith·e 
orcas and this is \.·orrYin~ ~Ii~ becau!:e he is not sure h~ 
1I.\:ch we kr.ow or II ell.' ;we learr.ed it. \OS~'IKO's reactions 
have gi yen us ho?(" th~t r"C rev by this Tlroct'oure have "e~un 
to ~trike ~cl!\e. l'i~ do not kr.o· ... , ... hat it is that 1<ee!'s 6is 
oa~ sittinv month after month in his present situati~n. 
~o spec~late that on~ factor r-~y be con!idenc~ that the 
KGB will f~t hi~ out. Rel~tpd to this ray be t~o thou~~t 
that the ::Gl~ has CIA so rJeenlv Tll"netr:!ted that it \o:ould ~e 
wl.ht'althv fOT hi ~ to conf{',;s. ')ur cIJrrer.t line of interro­
gation. cX!'anued :md used cVI.·n liore forcefully. Jl':ig'it 
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break down so~ of h{sobstacles to confession by showing 
us in a different and stron~er POlttUTl'. Therefore, ,",0 nov 
plan to F.O beyond the limited airos ori~in"lly set for this 
phase of the interro~8tion. We rhn to continue the intt'r­
rogation {n the hope of getting 8 confession; written nlans 
wil~ be submitted when they are "ore ~efinitely fo~ulated. 

Att adll'lent 

ee: Acting DDP (w/8ttac~) 
Chief. CI (w/attach) 

!lRvid E. }!urnhy 
Chief, Soviet Bloc Division 

Director of Security (",/attac'l) 

.. 

•• w .- ... "', ____ ,-. ___ , ........ _____ '~_~ _______________ '. 

NW 65990 Docld:32315412 Page 2 

I 

-1 

:-. 

'. f 

I 



104-10210-10015 

., , or 
0' 

I 

! 

i 
I 
I 
i 

I 

I 
t 

I 
! 

T01 r."··"'IT 'J ,=., . I!. 
c.;:"':;!i. fY:-,\ (?~:nJ 

t~ U;~£.l 

24 Oetober 1966 

1. This is an interim report on progress to dote in 
the ne~ phase in the Int~rrogatlon of UCSENKO, Wh1ch began 
on 18 October 1966, and covers t~e first four days, 18-21 
Octob9r. After G beeek, it will resume on 2S Octo~r. 

2. Our aims in thia phase of the interro~ation have 
been l~ted. in view of ~he possibility of losing access 
to NO.,)fm<O, 'We have sought (8) to strengthen our bas1c report, 
n~w in preparation, by testing his story further, clarifying' 
points of confu9ion and ravealing ne~ contradictions, L~d 
by polygraph ~nations of kay areas, and (b) to lead 
to~urd his eventual confession by directly exploiting our 
hypotheses about the true backqround of NOSENKO and this 
1<G9 operatio:'l, to convey to UOSENKC the impression that we 
kn04 more than before, that we possess irrAfutable proof 
of his ~ilt and that he has no prosf-eCt,s for release. We 
refrained from doing th1s in earlier phases of the interro­
gation, but at this point there seems little to lose. 

3. '!"he ;first four days have sho'om that the method is 
u.lef111. NOSENXO again proved a ~ reactor on polygraph, 
he seemed disturbed by our kno~ledge and the special areas 
of L'ter~st we revealea, and we were able to develop im­
portant new information, contradictions and indications 
concerning ths b3ckground of this operation. 

4. ' Our basic approacb hilS !.een to quef'tion HOSENXO in 
speeific .. terms en selected end det"aHed aS~lI-of- the story 
he has told to date. We gave him no explanation for our 
rene4al of the interrogation, nor has he asked for any. OUr 
questions have been pointed and d8t:U.led and neither require 
nor permit long-~inded an8~ers, they do not seek new infor­
mation but l.tre clearly designed to check inform&tion he pro­
vided earlierl our questions ere slanted to build up the 
impression that they are based on data we have le~n&d in­
dependently. TIle subject n.atter is taken up 1n a pr8Leter­
mined order designed for maximum impact on NOSENJ(O. lntfllr­
rogativn sessions ere follo~ed by polygraph examdnat10ns on 
the matters covered in the LltetTOgat10n and/or other topics. 
Somewhat more time i8 spent on dlroct polygraph examination 
than on interrogation. 

TOP SECHET 
£Y,.O\ O'~' Y ~ .d. 
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Highlights to Date 

s. 03~/~ Casel TbA opening session ~es a polyqraph 
examination conducted by Nicholas Stoiaken. whc::1 tiOSEtUCO 
reco~ized as his earlier poly~raph operator. The question-
1:1g .ns deveted entirely to Lee Harvey O.il-iALD and N03D:KO"s 
role in the OSilJ.LD case. We hit this point before any other 
in order (a), to ~~lt clean polygraph testin~ on this key 
matter without having disturbed h~ wlth other questions, 
and (b), to get over to t.OSENKO t:le ~ravity of our concern 
on this metter of hic;hest state interest. The operator's 
conclusions ~ere. 

a. SUbject was not personally or actually in­
volved i~ the OSWnLD case from 1959 ~hil$ os~ ~as 
in the Soviet Union. 

b. Subject received special instructions (from 
the KGB) ab:.ut the 03~iJ:.lJ) case and what to tell J\m­
aricen Authorities about it. 

c. Subject's allege(' association ~ith the OS~ALD 
case both "before and after" the Kennedy assassination 
was partly for the purpose of Ir.lpportinq e.."\d sub­
nentiating SUbject's cover story "legend·. 

d. Subject heard of OSKALD (as a case) only after 
Kennedy's assassination, howevor he ~as not an active 
participaJlt in 1963 as he indicat.ee, but ~as probably 
briefed on the case ):;y a KGB officer. 

6. Geneva Beetings I We devoted several hou=s of inter­
rogation end polygraph testing to the Geneva periods. June 
1962 and January-February 1964. We hit this r.oint second in 
order because there are clear signs of important deception 
behind it and it offers us special opportunities to suggest 
inside information ~hich in fact derive from observation and 
~educt1on. Among the hi<;h points ~ere the followinc; • 

•• ' Pavel ·~CV. N08~IS story of his -investi­
gation" of SHJ\.'<HOV, a Soviet delegatIon Dernber whom he 
said lIIas suspected 111 1962 to be an American agent, was 
covered again in detail. The neil data we obtained tend 
to confirm that this 1s a serious part of NOSmxo'" 
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message. SiHl.JOiOV'.,s ~ background in fact BUQQests that 
he is actually a ~GB officer. his ~tact in ceneva p "v 
with @avid MARK, a former CIA cooptee in "!.<?~~1 i8 O~? va 
at the center of NOSENlCO's story. i'fe slanted our 
questions to suggest knowledge that Sd;..KHOV is a KGB 
officer (not a KGB Investigetion suspect) and that 
tie may mOA of some of hi.. important operatIonal 
CC!ltaeta. NOSENY..o was inconsIstent in his story 
a.",l reacted- significantly under polygraph exa .. uina-
t!on, We l'xe currently tracing ne" ne..'nes and data 
,:,:~'l are re-examining the sl~1ficance of this matter. 

b. ~:G~ Cc!ntrol 1n Genevaa UOSf:lKO reacted very 
3trongly and consistently to the questIon of whether 
or not he had been sent to Geneva by the KGB to con­
tact CI:.., whether he was receiving KGB direction 
there, and on related questions, including S~ re­
lated to his ost~,sible Investiqation of Pevol ~~hKHOV. 

e. U,S. Personnel qnd Installations in Geneyal 
»OSENKO Aas interrogated on hIs earlier story that 
he had seen in Geneva 1n 1964 the f11e on KGB acti~lty 
a~ainst ~erican installations in Geneva (KGB crlPtonym 
·SKO~Icua). His version this t~e conflicted wIth 
his 1964 version but contained the same message. that 
the ."eak and understaffed KGB in Geneva had little 
interest, limited f~cilities a~d no success in opera­
tions against the A~erican8 and had practically no 
idea of the idtaltities of CIA personnel there. In 
addition, NOSENKO reacted to polygraph questions 
related to whether ~he KGB had told him the na:':\d of 
his CIA case officers. On the other hand, h& did not 
react to t~e n~~s of the then COS S~itzerland and 
COB Geneva, which suggests that he "as not told them 
(these names were buried in lists of names). 

d. KGB Personnel in Geneva. NOSENKO's an~~er. 
to questions concerning Al~xandr KISLOV conflicted 
with certdn detai+s earlier reported, including KlS- ..., 
LOV' 8 role in theITA£OIITCHA'l' case, He seemed disturbed 0 <­
by the ~~estioning'on KISLOV and finally said he saw 
no reason to answer any more of them, Hoiiever, his . 
polygraph reactions did not suggest that he was as 
sensitive to KISLOV as to other individuals and matters 
covered in the sa~ ~eries of questions. We also asked, 
with the polygraph, whether he was withholding anything 
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concerning his alle~ed agent Cleg GRINEVSKI:Y. 311 
official of the SOviet deleg~t1on, his reactions /')/\ 
~~g~e8tod that he may ~enu1nely be ignorant of -(/\ 
G~~EVSKIY's KGB activities~s handler of a British 
double agent in Genev€]at the t1."!Ie:- He hold earlier -
said that his daily access to th~ KGB Re81den~/ in 
Geneva in 1~64 was due to his frequent contacts ~ith 
• ~khall S. TSW.BAL, this d .. !:e he saId that he only 
se~ TSYHBAL t~1ce 1n Geneva L~ 1964 and failed to 
mention a S~day meeting with T~1BAL Hhlch he hed 
reported to us at the t1."7le it ocC\.!rred. This leaves 
open the whole question of ho ... !iOSE:.KO can explain 
his daily access to the Residency, which he himself 
no... says - evidently on the basis of ~at he has 
learned from our previous int~rrogations - is not 
normally peXT.Iitted. This will be covered in further 
questioning. 

7 ... .attars xelated to the P!!U<CVSKIY Cor:":j?romlsel 

a. Jo~~ ABIDIAN'~ Visit to the Pushkin Street 
peaddroiH !~OSEt-.XO ~e~ictod \'lith special sensitivity 
and intensity when asked in ~ polygraph test whether 
be had been instructed to tell CIA about lJUDI:JI' R 

visit to the Pushkin Street deaddrop. In addition. 
he refused for the first time to di9cuss his o~ 
participation in the incident, adcui\antly claiming 
that he does not remember when or even whether he 
visi ted the drop or A'hather-- he l'ead" reports on 
surveillanca coverage of it after ABIDIU;'s visit. 
(He had earlier said he visited the drop at least 
twice, ~iately after ABIDI~~'s v1sJt, he des­
cribed the location and narced tile KGB officers .. he 
lIient with.) In sharp contrast to h1a reluct.ance 
to discuss his personal role ~as hie unhesitating 
and confident response to other aspects of the 
Pushkin Street drop story. he reiterates ~hat 
ABIDIAN was under full time. dOUble-strength sur­
veillance throughout his tour in Mosco~ and that 
1.BIDIAN was surveilled to the drop_ He no~ adds. 
for the first time, that the KGB concluded that the 
drop had been initially foun~ by a U.S. tourist or 
delegation member and that AB~I/~ ~a8 merely check­
ing out its suitability for ~ eventu~ use. (In 
fact. PENKOV'"'~IY proposed the drop and ABIDIAN "'ent 
there only in response to the agreed telephonic 
signal triggered by persons unkno~. not by PENKOV­
SKlY.) 
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O~ 
b. O~:GJ(O-wP1.. UOSEtlXO ''''as again queried on 

Ob@?~el WL~lJ;\"bugged restaurant tneoting with . 
II an~~dones,ia.dJ q_ficer{' "hose ne:ne hOJ gc:ve as ~~ ti. 

Db 1n .. ~62 and@!~~i,n 19£4. He could not clarify 
why he had confused the names. Since ... e no'", Jato." 
throug~ Greville WYNNE that tha Soviets "'ere inter­
ested as lete as early 1~63 in clarifying P~OV­
SKIY's allusion in a r.ugged conversation ,in 1961 

Ob to ~zeFPkJ we believe that UOS~KO's 19f,~ version 
was e ;':Qr fishing expoditicn. Ho ... ever. HO.3E1ll<O 

, did not react to a polygra~h questicn concerning o b tho na."':le @ep.et and be may not hl;;:salf Kno..., that 
he lias givpn a wrong na~ for thet!9don~si~officer. 
nor '.thy. \ \ 

c. :~~lral VORONT50V. It h~d been speculated 
that ;(hen 1~03£;''lKO ment.lcned in Juna 1962 meotings 
the n~~ of his "big friend" in the naval GRU, 
Adr.lir.d VORC.~{T30V, he f').'!J.'f have been fishing for 
CO!:T~,a."'lts from us concerning Harshal VAREtiTSOV. 
PE1tKOV~KIY' II protector. Queried this time about 
Admlral VOROUTSOV, N03!:-lKO said that ha had never 
met him and had no perso."lal or similar conne'CtIOn, 
he $eemB to have completely for~otten ev~ having 
cla~~ a ~~sonal relat10nsnip. 

l ~b \)6 

~\) 8. (fR2!SFR.EUN~d FRSBEP.G\ NOSENKO was asked ebout 
Johan PREISFRE1.Jl:j)}, ttl n had eaFiier claim~ to have handled 

1960-61 1n l-lo-m£ ... 8'J an, a~ent ac;ainst theCmtlitary code 6~ D\:. 
clerk Jim ~;'roRSSE.R~ NOSEt-iKO again said ha first met ~~ELS- 010 
FREUtiDlin 1960.· tie· (tola NOS£:U«) t;hatl!.aEISFREtmD\told~8 \) b ' 
that ~ had not met NOSEt~O until 1962. !~OSEm<O.'(fen1ed 
this. We then added to his concern tf/ telling him (untruth­
fu11lL but ... 1th a reasonable estinate of the true situation) 

o 6thatLtRElSl'aur;.U5]also( said that the KGB had told him to say 
he first t!let ~O~ 1n 1960. 'n'hen po!.y~raphed NOSn.1<O re­
acted strongly and consistently to questions on the subject. 
These reaction~~d our follo~-up may well bear on the ques-

O~tiun of "hethorL[rORSBERQQ"as actually recruited by ~he ~GB, 
an issue we ;u~ve rev1etlled with the FBI. NOS&NX.O must be 
concarnad because hEt no" 8eys that the @:TOR5BER~ca3e was c90 
primarily GR1~AZOV's. not his o·~. 61though he, NOSENKO, 
·supervised" it. 'thus disappears the sole case that NOSDDCO 
has claimell as his very owm. 

9. Identity and Personal' Background. One of the basic 
questions \L"lderlying this operation is N03ENKO's real identity. 
and personal background. There are many indications, reported 

TOP S£G!1.rr 
r"r.~ n··.·' V 
"'L~ U .. f. 
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earlior, that he has spent t1r.le in prison end that he is 
not in fact a KGD officer1 similarly, his stories of his 
early school &nd military service are inconsistent and 
unboliev~ble. We are trying in this interrogation to 
clarif'l this import.ant point. hnOng the points coverttd 
80 far are the following, 

a. Identity. UCSElOCO was questioned extensively 
on the polygrat:'h concerning his ide.~tity. In one 
series of test.s, for exe;,;ple,. he iofas asked whether .. 
Minister of Shipbuilding Ivan HOSmKO was the father 
of YUri Ivancwich NOSE::KO A."ld was then asked '-'!'lether 
,-anister NCSEHXO was, h.!1! father, similarly -.lith 
Tamara U051;..:tKO, his ostensible mother. NCSeu<O did 
not react to the question phrased ·Yur1 Ivanovich 
NOSE:..'f'.cO", but reacted consistently W'hen asked if 
these were his o..m parents. He ·.tas sensitivo to 
questions concerning h·s ~arriage. (T..ere is reason 
to believe he is not, in fact, mdrried.) He ,",as also 
~iven a series of test.s asking for the first letter 
of his ~iven nemo. The ..,hole alphabet .as covered, 
end the polygraph charts show that h~ became increas­
ingly tense, cuunlnating at the letter S (or' perhaps 
T) on both runs. hbile we recognize that testing of 
this sort may not give valid rc:>sults, it cortainly 
gets over to UOS~lKO the dagree of our doubt and may 
even help us determine who he really is. We will 
puraue this further, covering his patronym end family 
neme as iofell. 

b. Homosexuality. We tested !>Olygraphica1l~ our 
observations that HOS:tlr..co has homosexual tendencies 
and experience. He sho,",cd himself extremely sensitive 
to this lina of quegtioning.. The test results tend 
to shoiof that he had homosexual Experience in Soviet 
imprisonment (see below) and with the KGB homos.axual 
aCijoots whom he has told us he recruited a."ld handled. 

c. Impcisonr..ent. In vieW' of the ~trong indica­
tions that NOSEl\XO has spent considerable time in 
prison (aa reported in the past), we questioned him 
on this. He react~ str-ongly and conSistently to the 
question of .,hether he ha<i. been i!uprisoned in tbe USSR. 
we then ran a series of tests to ~etermine his relative 
S903itivity to various types of impris~~nt, various 
crimea for Which he may have been imprisoned, various 
areas of the USSR where he may have been imprisoned, 
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and various yeara_of imprisonment. -He g~~ con­
sistently sensitive to correCtional labor camps 
as the type of prison# and to several pos~ible 
causes of imprisonment, particularly homosoxuality, 
denertion and felony. Interestingly enough he ~aa 
not -sensitive to questions concerning' 1mpri~onrnent 
for self-inflicted ",ounds despite his story that he 
had sho" hir.1self in the hand during the war. He 
6~ned more consistently sensitive to Siberia as 
the area of imprisonment but the results were not 
as clear as on other aspects of his story. He seams 
particularly sensitive to the years 1954-1956, ~hlch 
~ediately proceed the period from 1956 on"'ard, 
when ho began to appec.r 1n KGB operations. 

TOP SECRET 
r:vr,'(\ 0"1 y 
_I~) 'hJ:. 
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