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1 Ociober 1968

MEMORANDUM FOR: Direcctor of Sccurity

FROM : Deputy Chief, Security Rescazch Staff
 SUBJECT : NOSENKO, Yuriy Ivanovich

1. In accosrdance with thie request of the Deputy LCircctor
of Central Intelligence, attachcd is a summary with conclusions
concerning the bona {ides of Yuriy Iveanovich NOSENKO, Sube
conclusions are contalned in the sumrmaary coaceraing scvezal
majo¥ areas which were glven primnary consideration in tae matter
of the bona fides of NOSENKO. ’ :

2. Included in this summary are comments concerning
conclusions ia the previous summasry and an annex containing re-
g marks on three scparate subjecis related to the NOSLENKO caaze,

3. In brief, the conclusion of {his summary is that NOSENK
is the person he claims to be, that ke held his claimed positions in
the KGB during 1953 ~ January 1964, that NOSENKQ was not dis= .
patched by the KGB, and that his previcus lies and exaggerations
are not actually ol material siznilicance at this time.

[N

>y

Zruce L. Solie

Attactiment:
SUTMaTY 3
! £OUL002
31S3ke
-
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Uangﬁ




14-00000

. TABLE OF CONTENTS

Introduction

Summary of Developments in. NOSENKO Case S:ane
30 October 1967

Analytical Comments Concerning the Bona Fides of Yuriy
Ivanovich NOSENKO ° . _ '

A, Is NOSENKO Identical to the Person Whom He Claims
to be?

s
Fd

B. Is the Claimed KGB Career of NOSENKO Plausible?

C, Has NOSENKO Given an Acceptable Explanation of
His Motivation in Contacting CIA in 1942 and For
His Defection in 19647

D. Is the Information Furnished by NOSENKO to CIA
Concerning KGB Operations, Personalities, and
Organization Reasonably Commensurate With His

‘ Claimed KGB Career?

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?

h:J

. Is There Evidence of KGB Deception or '"Give-Away"
in Information Furnished by NOSENKQO Which Would
Warrant a Conclusion that I\OSENKO was Dispatched
by the KGB?




14-00000

G.

Is. There Evidence of a Poiitical or Any Other Type
"Objective Which Could Justify a Dispatch of NOSENKO
by the KGB With Permission to Speak Freely to CIA
Concerning His Knowledge of the KGB and Without
NOSENKO Being Given a Specific Mission or Missions ?

. H. Is There Any Evidence Theat the Contacts of NOSENKO in

7 B {..

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

NOSENKO Did Not Serve in the Naval RU in Any of the
Capacities or at the Places and Times He Claimed

NOSENKO Did Not Eunter the KGB in the Manner or at the
‘Time He Claimed '

+ NOSENKO Did Not Scrve in the American Embassy Scction

Throughout the 1953 - 1955 Period as He Claimed

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

NOSENKO Was Neither Deputy Chiei of the American Embassy
Section nor a Senior Officer or Supervispr in the Section
During the Period 1961 - 19462 (sic)

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

NOSENKO Has no Valid Claim to Certainty That the KGB
Recruited No American Embassy Personnel Between

1953 and His Defection in 1964

QL0104
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Annex A - Statements of Soviet Officials About NOSENKO

Annex B - Summaries of Cases Not Examined .in Text

Annex C - The Cherepanov Papers
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INTRODUCTION

The following summary and analysis is not intended to be
' all inclusive, that is to contain a specific comment on all organi-~
z_afional, operationa}, pefsona.lity and case type informatién furnished
o by Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO. To attempt to do so would be repetitioué
- and confusing. to the reader and would not be bf material benefit in the
fb;:mation of logical conclusions concerning the rather limited areas of

i

(ﬂ pPrimary concern.
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 whgther NOSENKO was or was not
dispatched by the KXGB, 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

* SECRET ~ wuutoer
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. but not to mislead this Agency in any material matters of an operational

or policy nature.
In order to avoid any misunderstanding of the phrase 'bona.
fides! as considered in this summary, NOSENKO will be judged primarily -

on whether he voluntarily defected to this Agency without KGB knowledge,

~ and whether his 1962 and early 1964 contacts with representatives of this

“Agency were known to the KGB. Motivation and certain other pertinent

aspects will be considered, but his admitted previous errors, lies and

. exaggerations will not per se warrant a conclusion that NOSENKO is not a

‘"'bona fide" defector. ‘ :

There is not an accurate standard or scale of measurement

* .gainst which information concerning NOSENKO can be balanced or-

correlated to determine if he is or is not a dispatched KGB officer. For

3 - purposes of this analysis and summary, an arbitrary list of areas

considered pertinent has been compiled. Readers may differ in regard to

wheiher 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 information in toto against any standard he considers

f appropriate.

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

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

SECRET | - 00010c8
2
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the preparation of this summary. It will be commented on in part

and this summary will include conclusions correlated with the seven
primary conclusions set forth on éago 358 of tho above sumrary.
Remarks concerning céruin errors, inc;:nsintanchs, omiaatons and
B nnaﬁpportod conclusions in the pravioﬁn summa:'y. in ragazd to spéciﬂc
cases or sub-areas will be included in this sammary. However, this
summary will not include a point-by-poiat coinptricon of all areas of
agreemont oy disagreement vﬂth {nformation contained in the previous
sSummary.

A positive de_ciaion &n regard to NOSENKO based on all
available izformation should bo made in the immediate futurs. Thsve
a:é no known sources currsntly avaihbia to provide new positive
mformation concerning NOSENKO and his bona fides. It 18 recognized 3
that there 1a always a possibility in the future a new 8OUTCH OF BOUTCES i

_ . |
will be able to furnish additional information in regard to NOSENKO. |
However, this possibility {s e:-u:sedingly tenuous and it is felt thers
o is suificlient information available on which to base a conclusion in

ths NOSENXO matter.

3 LOULCLS
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II. SUMMARY OF DEVELOPMENTS 'IN NOSENKO CASE B

SINCE 30 OCTOBER 1967
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SUMMARY OF DEVELOPMENTS IN NOSENKO CASE

SINCE 30 OCTOBER 1967

Since 30 dﬁtdber 1967, interviews with Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKC a

" have been conducted by one individual not previously known personally to

NOSENKO but who h#s'been awé.re Qi the NOSENKO case since Jﬁne 1962.

Ix;terviews have been detailed and very extensive in scope, have |
been recorded and transcribed, and have covered the ;ntire life and caz;'eer
of NOSENKO; without regard to whetﬁer a particular aspect had been
cm‘r‘ered during prévious interview or interviews.

NOSENKO, although naturally apprehensive during the first few
inte_rviéws, 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 a.ctivit_i.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,V 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 approximately Lo

si;cty memoranda on such diverse subjec;.ts as his life, motivation for de-._ '
fecl:tion,' individual cases, notes which he furnished to CIA in 1964, KGB |
ofganization, and KGB officer a;nd 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_‘:400\) other Soviet nationals. These iists were alpha-
betically arranged and the above indicated cooperation of NOSENKO 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,

. 6001612
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_-In addition, three professionals from the SB Division have
reviewed the current information and assisted in the retrisval of
previons information from NOSENKO and collation of current

information with previous informaition. The latter is a tremendous

task because of the volume of material; the number of individual

cases invoived; and the extensive information in regard to KGB

- perscoslities, procedares, oz;gani;atloml structurs and activities.

The 8B Division 2lso provided tha services of an axpart -
translator to translaie tha tapes of the 1965 intarrogation of NOSENKOD

by Petr DERYABIN and one of the previcously mentioned three pro-~ -

' feasionals completed a new translation of the 1962 interviews with

NOSENKO. In addition, transcriptions of certain other particularly
pertineatt previous interviews of NCSENKO bave been completed by
the Office of Security.

Approximately 7000 pnges of traanscripts and s-ehtéd material
hawve been compiled and disseminated mince late Cctobar 1967. Com-
maents concerning the value of the information containad in the above
materizl are contained in another saction of this summary. As of the
present iims, & compleis analysis is not possible since a considerable
portion of the mat;riai ha2 ﬁat besn fully processed. In the preparation
of this summary all areas of major sigxﬁﬁcanc§ have baen examined.
Bscause of the yoluminoua information, all analytical and collatlon work

2as not been complatad; but it is not considersd that, dased on ail

3 6001013
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available information, the remaining work will materially affect

the concinsions drawn in this BUmMmMAry, -
Tha polygraph interview of NOSENKO was initiated on -

2 !mgﬁut and concluded on 6 August 1948, Aéproximztely sixty

questions of a pertinent nature were included in the polygrapﬁ tat#rw _

view. HNo problems were enco.u.nurod' during the polygraph interview :

and no additional testing of NOSENKO is anticipated. Attsched is &

~ copy of the self-explanatory report on the results of the polygraph

intervisw,
Interviews with NOSENKO have continued since the polygraph

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

of previous {nformation and preparation of this summary. Thereis

no doubt that future interviews with NOSENKO will reveal information
of intsiligencs value, but information devsloped thus far will psarmit

a decislon ia the case of Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO.

Attachment;
12 Aug 68 Polygraph Rpt

0001014
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.0 : Chief, Security Research Staff 12 August 1968‘
. ‘ l ' ' ! :
FROX : Interrogation Research Division ) A _ i ' ;e
SUBJECT : Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO o IRD f 67491 R

IDENPIFYING DATA | B B T

Subject is & 4O year old former KGB Staffer who defected to the e L
U.S. in 1964 1n Geneva.. _ s e

- BACKGROUND .

. . Mr. Bruce L. Solie of the Security Research Staff has been de-~ .
w3 1 briefing and interrogating Subject since October 1967 in oxder to
- resolve the issue whether Subject was a dispatched agent of the KGB.
"He has conducted a vast amount of research and checking with sources
''in an effort 10 establish the veracxty of Subject's statements.

s

PURPOSE ' . B
- (ﬁp " The primary. purpose of the polygraph test was to determine:
1. Whether Subject was a dispatched Agent of the KGB; .

2. Whether Subject had intentionally given Mr. Solle
any false information.

" PROCEDURE | .

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

" & 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-

. be completely f£rank whenever he was questloned or gave information
A " on & topic.
Y

The following relevant questions were asked during the first test:
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
(® inteation to defect? No.

C . N 3001015
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Did you ever tell anyone in the KGB about your contact with
American Intelligence? 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 dellberately withholding from us any information about

the KGB recruitment of Americans? No.

Does the KGB have MEI‘KA and NEPTUNE 80? Yes.,

Were you the responsible Case Officer for John Abidien in 1960-61'2

Tes.
Do you know the ti‘ue neme of ANDREY or SASHA? WNo.

Did you ever nave tuberculosis? Yes. S | L

* The following relevant questions were asked on test three:

. Did you serve in Navy Intelligence from 1951 to 19537 Yes. o

Was (SHUVBIN\}in the USSR during the period 1957 to 19597 Yes,

: . _ ) : '
To the best of your knowledge, were you in the Seventh
Department at thia time? Yes.

Did you telephone the GRU about SHUBIN} at this time? Yes. :

. Do the best of your knowledge, was POPOV compromised because
.- of the letter Mr. Winters malled? Yes.

R . o0u1016




To the best of your knowledge, was PENKOVSKIY exposed to the .
\ KGB because of the mass surveillance on the British Embassy?
Yes.

A

. Was ’cheze any misleading information in uhe notes you.brought
out from the Soviet Union? No.

D:x.d you intentn.onally exaggerate your personal association with .
GRIBANOV? No. .

L Are you hiding any adverse information sboub your background? No.
eception regarding the relevant questions asked. No further polygraph
wvere administered on this date because the examiner did not want to

ne risk of fatigue sett:x.ng Ain and thus possibly causing adrenalin

stion. , o I o

Polygraph testing was resumed on 6 Auvgust 1968 The following
nt questions werée asked on tes‘c four: -

".au'.join the KGB in Narch 19537 Yes. |
’re Yyou & KGB officer from 1953 ©o 196h? Yes, . 3 o
re you & Deputy Chief of “he Seventh Depa.r'bment? Yes.- _

‘- e you only a Captain a’c this time? Yes.

13 to May 19552 Yes.- | g

: 958 and 1959 were you the Deputy Chief of the American
ish-Cansd:Lan Section in the Seventh Department? Yes, -

January 1960 tc December 1961 were you the Deputy to 'bhe
L of the First Section of:the First Deparbmen‘b? Yes.

January to July 1962 were you the Chief of the First Sec’cion .
le Seventh Department? Yes. -

L’ e you an officer in the U. S. Dmba.ssy Section from Ma.rch W ..'-5 '

 Subject's polygraph test reflected no significant responses indicative P

LI

e L e
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The following relevant questions were asiked oh test five:

Since 1953 do you know of any other KGB recruitments in the |
" American Embassy besides ANDREY and (HOWARD?) No.

‘.Did the KGB know sboubt the. notes you brought out? No. . .52 2'_ :: f‘, ';Qf
| Have you told us the complete truth about your KGB career? Yés.

' Dpid you 1ntentlonally exagperate your personal involvement in ' » R
cases in 1962 and 196k in order to mislead us? WNo. R

-Did you intentionally glve us any false operational
information? No.

. : o RN B

Did GRIBANOV offer you ‘the posmtlon of Deputy Chief of tne B
First Department? Yes. : : oo S

-;Kp ~* VWas an order actuallj prépared promotlng you ‘o Deputy 1o the
S _Cnlef of the First Department? Yes.

;_1.!~  In early 1960 did GRIBANOV tell you that your primary responsibllity FEE
o 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 ":*
recrulted by the KGBT No. _ :

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

. Did you enter the KGB through uhe in;luence of General BOGDAN T
. KOBULOV? Yes. , B | S T
' Did you succeed BAKHVALOV as Dgputy Chlef of the First Section?

. Yeso

Did GRYAZNOV succeed you as Deputy Chlef of the First Section? 5"ffff  f,:.T o
Yes. - o S

' here the CHEREPANOV papers passed to the Americans wlth KGB
xnowledge? No.

ﬁ

d001é187»1',3?




¢
r t

=
o

.

IRD # 6Thui

Page.’5

To your knowledge was there any misleaaing information in the ;
CHEREPANOV papers? No. . -",'fﬂ

Did you ever personally meet GOLITSYN? No.

Was there a cable sent to Geneva for you to assmst ART?MEV B ’,”,':.t o
in the BELITSKIY case? Yes. ' S oo

: ;-Dld you personally make an approach to KEYSERS at the Moscow'g ;.;f S ff-;'j
Airport? Yes. ‘ ‘ i \ o -

- The‘following relevant questions ﬁere asked on test seven:i
i pia you actuslly review the KGB file on OSWALD? Yes.

T id LEE HARVEY OSWALD receive any KGB tralning or assignments?
e No.

m" O i
3

 Were there any microphones installed in the North Wing of tne.
. U.S, Dmoassy in Moscow? No.'

‘ " Was the review of microphone reports one of your duuies in
- © 1960-61% Yes. ; .

 Are you w1thholding any information known to you concerning : B
 KGB microphones or electronic activity against the U.S. e ,-1.
Embassy? No. S - = o

i

Before Yyour official uransfer to the Sevenuh Department daid ,_'

~you read the surveillance report on the visit of ABIDIAN ‘-fé

- to PUSHKIN street? Yes. ' _ S _ " 3 o

' 'f'Did you personally conduct a certain 1nvest1gation of SHAKQV ;
- in 1962 in Geneva?l Yes. . . :

_ -Was ‘the rank of Lieutenant Colonel on your travel document R s

©  to GORKIY only a mistake by KASHPEROV? Yes., . -p;ﬂi,;f_QA"g-‘f

";The follow1ng relevant questions were asked on test eight: o
‘While in the U.S. Embassy Section did you obtain a typewriter L~3§f;f R -

., for BORODIN for the preparation of a letter -to Edward Ellis :
SMITH? Yes.

o o nons
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: Did you read the official report of YOuOLAPOV on his contact Ea i?i
! withm on & train from Ilelsinki to Moscow? Yes. e SN

Are you :mtenhonally withholding any mi‘onnation conceming
,:(GB knowledge of CIA personnel in Mosecow? No. :

. Is.there eny possivility +that-the KGB woulo. dispa.\.ch an of.‘ficer
" to defect to the Americans? No. : .

Subject's polygraph test of 6 August 1ikew:.se refleoted. no
*-»"n.ndice.tions of decep ..ion.

"'_cowcmsxom o - T *

‘f/ - . "

b Based solely on the overall onalysis of Subdec 8 polygraph ‘
1 tests, it is the opinion of the underslgned that the Subject has ;;'__ S
LH i been substa.ntially truthful in answer:.hg the relevant questions. -~ R
o ' exslieéi. o e o e ' — e totdin e
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ANALYTICAL COMMENTS CONCERNING THE BONA FIDES OF

YURIY IVANOVICH NOSENKO

As indicated in the in'troduction_ to this summary, information in
regard to Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO will be considered against an arbi—
trary but realistic list of areas con51dered pertment to the questmn of

whether NOSENKO voluntarlly defected to thxs Agency w1thout KGB

knowledge, and whether h:.s 1962 a.nd early 1964 contacts with represent-. .
i - o ; atives of this Agency were known to the KGB'. |
o It was noted that motivation and certain other pertinent aspects |
would aleo be conside red but that his admitted.previous lies and exag-
gerations would not per se warrant a conclnsion that 1\(IOSENKO .ishnot a
'"bona fide defector."
el - The foilowing is a list of the areas considered nertinent and which
are being given speciﬁc consideration, Attached is a separate section
" containing remarks in regard to the designated areas of A - H.
AL s ﬁOSENKO identical to the person whom he claims

to be?

B. Is the claimed KGB career of NOSENKO plausible?

( ' S Ch.\_
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Has NOSENKO given an acceptable explanation of

his motivation in contacting CIA in 1962 and for his

' defection‘ in 1‘964 ?

Is the i-nformafion furnished bj NOSE'NK_O to CIA .

c'onéerhing KGB operations, personalities, and organi-
zation reasonably commensurate with his claimed KGB
Career?.

Can the information furnished by NOSENKO be con-

sidered in toto as havixig resulted in material damage

_ to the KGB and/or has the information furnished by

NOSENKO been of significant benefit to Western Intelli-

gence?

Is there evidence of KGB deception or ''give away" in
information furnishéd by NOSENKO which would warrant
a conclusion that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB?

Is thete evidence of a political or any other type objective

‘which could justify a dispatch of NOSENKO by the KGB

with permis sion to speak freely to CIA concerning his
knowledge of the KGB and without NOSENKO being given

a specific mission or missions?

: 6001023

)
<O
[
»'.'-u‘




SECHET,

H. Is there é_ny evidence that the contacts of NOSENKO,

in 1962 or in 1964 with CIA were known to the KGB
prior to his defection or that NOSENK_O was 'eve: briefed
by the KGB relative to his behavior or KGB objectives

.du_r'i'.ng these contacts or after his defection?

Liuil4
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A. IS NOSENKO IDENTICAL TO THE PERSON

WHOM HE CLAIMS TO BE?
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N A. Is NOSENKO identical to the person whom he claims to be?

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

- 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 A
and confirm;d travel of his mother to Western Europe in 1956 with

- Madame KOSYGINA, conglusively establish that he is Yuriy Ivanovich

NOSENKO, the son of Ivan Isidorovich NOSENKO, the Minister of Ship-
building in the USSR pfior 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 NOSENKO is the son of the former Minister of

Shipbuilding, a detailed study of his life prior to 1945 (age 18) is of

CCRET 50U1028
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‘ Nikolay ARTAMONOYV, a defector from the Soviet Navy, concerning

SECREL

liftle or no value in assessing the bona fides or non-b_ona. fides of
NOSENKO. An expose of his youthful_ind.iscretionsr 6f which he_ha.é
admitted a number, is of no impoft in a discussion of whether NOSENKO
was or was not dispatched by the KGB. Obtaining ahy collateral .first-.

hand information in regard to NOSENKO before 1945 would be of

' 4"neg1'igible value, but there actually is supporting information from

the claimed attendance by NOSENKO at a military-naval preparatory

i

school in Leningrad,

NOSENKO, during current 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

graduated 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 _

J

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 because he did not wish to admit that he had failed to graduate in

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

The above action by NOSENKO is included in what NOSENKO has

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

SECP\ER‘ - 001028
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time are contained in a sepafa‘te section of this summary, but it is
considered that the recent interviews of NOSENKO satisfactorily sub-
stantiate his claimed service in Navy Inteiligence during March 1951
to eariy 1953, |

Attached is a typed copy of a ?andv_zritten memorandum completed
by NOSENKO on 31 October 1967. This 'is a biographical statement con-
cerning his life and KGB caréér. No effort.ha.s been made to correct
grammatical errors or spellihg gsince to do so would b-e‘in 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 made by NOSENKO 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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':(pe rsonnel evaluation) was prepared on NOSENKO in March - Apz.'i..l-’
1955 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 énd'disci'-epancies indicative of deception by

Attachment: =
31 Oct 67 Memo

5 o 001030




14-00000

e \: \'-‘ “eaw O, b \l»‘l
é St Uitk | i
R N o . o o ' : Operational Memo #'N}-Z‘
. | SUBJECT: NOSENKO, Yuri Ivanovich , 5
23 D S
A ! . :
"t |
1’ ! . ‘ . . . '_,‘I:- ' :'
I The following is a typed copy of a handwritten memorandum - .
:;'lfurmshed by Subject on 31 October 1967, followmg a request on N
.:30 October 1967: . : 1

I NOSENKO, George, was born 30 October 1927 in the c:.ty
E?O'N:Lcolaev. Ukrame.

My fa.m:.ly. the father - NOSENKO, -Ivan, b. 1902 was workmg '

|
|
r
;

at the shipbu:.lding plant and studied at the shlpbulldm‘g 1net1tute, whxch 5 o ' .
;j.he f1n1shed in 1928 the mother - NOSENKO Tamara (nee M.ARKOVSKI), .

b, 1998, 2 housewife; the brother - NOSENKO, Viadimiry b. 1944, a ?-. Lo

“student,
In S-eptember 1934 I began to study in the school (0 cb-lass‘) but .:,
" studied a short period of time because m October With the mother went'_ ',
E - in Leningred where the father was working at the shipbuilding plant,
v ;,. "Sudsmech" from summer 1934, In Nicolaev I was living at the Street
Nicolek_i. 7.. All relatives of my family were living also in Nicolaev.
In Leningrad I was living with parents in three places till 1938;
at the Street Stachek (1934 -~ summer 1935), St, Canal of Griboedov,
154 ('1935-1938).’ ‘St-. M. Gorky (short period in 1938). ~From 1935 till
SL_CRC"

Ghotir 1 i
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._'.: ' ::_‘ , NN . . i \ )

‘..‘;a.{ - - \L‘UL“_.
vc’ ',/ ’ ’ . . '

74 % 1938 I studied at the schools, which were close to my places of living. :
. . 4 : ‘ . f I

)

I £m1ahed 6th class and went w1th pa.rents to rest to the south (Soch:.)

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

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

L 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;_:schdol, ‘which ‘wa.s evacuated in Kuibyshev, where I finished 8th class

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

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

2 | [ - GOU10

SLODCT

\JL Ji c_j

I was contmumg to study at the school 585 (St. B. Polianka). I.n 1941

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

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,

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

In 19.38 the father beganAto'work in Moscow and soon I with the mother ':'--.' '
!; i 'f"-'went to live in Moscow in the end of th1s year. :_ o S -
’ S

u

; "In Moscow we were living at the St. Serafimovich, 2. Here - o

¥

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

P the f_rdnti:vith my playfellow BUSKO, but we were caught and returned.

P
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B

I '?_.Lenir‘xgrad.

' i'" from Leningrad) to prepare wood for winter, where we have been two '} i’

|- “months. ' In Nbvember'l wounded by chance the left hand and was put -‘ s;‘

| in the navyv hospital, When I was in the hospital I decided not to return i I

written a letter to my fathe_r asking his help apd agreem-ent witﬁ such-”;.'f
rhy decision, With the hélp of the father's friends I quited with th’e schpél g
A.and entered in ;he shipbﬁjlding college on the second course in Jamia:’:‘y"i;- ‘
: .1945 and studied there till'fhe end of May. The WWIL ﬁnishéd ;.né I
'~ decided to return to Mosc.m;v. 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 : : o

\ ’ v i
U VIN PO ¥

i %after that I run with a friend (RADCHENKO) home in Moscow (J'anuary ' =

EE _1944) In Moscow I studied at the courses (Russian word),’ finished [

9th class and was ‘accepted again in the military-navy preparatory' ' v '

= school, which was located in Leningrad. In August of 1944 I went m .

I L

. ,' i . . » '4 . . o 3 ‘ .
o i All cadets of this school were sent to forest (about 200 km.

¥
V-

ey :
1 e
l

in the school but to finish 10th class in Leningrad about wha.t Ihave - E} ' A

Leningrad I was living in the hostel of this college (St. Tolmachev).
In May 1945 1 arrived in Moscow and was living with parents

(St. Granovski, 3).

i
<t
i

s g0uL33
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and he took me (I received a temporary rank of a senior lieutenant,

!, documents and a uniform).

- 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

KRR
S
: i In summer 1945 there was created the institute of the intex=

"‘na.tioznal relations in Moscow and in July I entered in this institute.

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

EE
t
!

| In 1945-1950 I studied at the institute, In 1946 I acquaintédly |

e e

1% -with a girl - Shishkm;ym, student of the medicine institute. I
- was in close relations with this girl, because of the pregnancy I married "

. “_ her a?n'd she made an abort. My parents were against the marriage and "

i.
f

ceived a flat in 1947 (St. Mira - former 1st Uecyehckad, 162/174). In

. November her father, General TELEGIN, was arrested, but I married '_'_ <’

her. The ma.rriagé was not successful, I foundout about her close -
- -relations with the brother, and the child-girl was born with pathologicalil "
" changes. Iwas 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 commission, 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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TSI N

s ‘_f ‘I;he-'lp ;!of..the father I began to déai with the personnel depa'.rt'men:t of the .:
| J ‘:‘int'ell,igence of the ministry of. military navy concerning:my future work, |
o gi- b b Pa.asmg state exams I failed Marxlsm-Lemmsm and thh a
grbﬁé o_f_ fails I.w'a.s' Isiasaing' si;.a;te exanis 'once.1‘vvn.oz’:e. In October 1950 g

’ Ifuuahed the instituté a:nd received a dipldma.

SR I was accepted in the navy :mtelhgence in'the 13 of March 195 e

R '}and in March 17 went by a train to Soviet Ha.rbour (1nte111gence of 7th :
!_'ﬁ : : A'. ’ =
i . Fleet, as an interpreter of the information department). Before going-f;g :

L ’.f.‘tj.o the Far East I began my divorce with the former wife,

L ' after returning in Moscow I had a blood cough out. In the mxddle of May
: I went to a. tuberculous sanatorium not far from Moscow. In J’uly I

: finished my treatment and returned in Moscow, Because of the health .

. - 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 diétrict).

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

rank of junior lieutenant of administrative service after finishing the

WS

3 “and soon I was invited to visit personnel department of MGB (Mix‘xistryh

| 'of State Security). But MGB did not accept me. After that with the = -

"1 could not return back to the Far East and the pe.fdsonnell department of

e e

~ At the end of April 1952 1 went on a leave in Moscow. Immediately'
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'aedo;id 'course in 1947, In 1951 the ministry of navy had given»me also .
'f: the rank of junior lieutenant when I was accepted in the navy intelligence, S

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

e to do. Beaigie'a this the climate was not good for my health and I d’ecide'd'
I }j"i"t'o‘chénge the job. Wzth thlB purpose before new year at the end o£ 1952 i
: 1 took a leave and went to Moscow. J'a.nuary 1 I was with my pa.rents

i at the evemng pa.rty at the cotta.ge of General MGB KOBULOV whom I. ’

i l:wa.s thmkmg a.bout change of the job., KOBULOYV was speaking with me.
~.on this theme and propose we work and his help in MGB, but nothmg
more definite was said about my work, This month I reported to the

" 'head of the persohnel department of the navy intelligence KALOSHIN o

‘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 -

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

Ay ‘ Ginuviild

[
. i

f . In Sovietsk the work was not interested and for me it Was nothing ~ " ¢

: A d1d not know before, but I knew his son-in-law Vahrushev Vaszlz - a B

former student a.nd ‘my friend, I told him about my job and that now I e

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 KOBULOYV who has come to the father and he said

that he would settle my question concérning my job, After several days

. 0001036
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b accepted in the 1 department of 2 ch1e£ dn-ectory as.a case offxcer. - ‘ '

i SHUBN.[AKOV 1nv1ted the deputy of the chief of 1 depa.rtment GORBATENKO

. fGORBA'I‘ENKO sa1d to me that I would be workmg in the 1. sectmn of .

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

1 -fcgme‘ t6 KOBULOYV. Ther,e.I have spent about two hours in the re=- "~ ’

ception room of KOBULOV, but he was too busy and his aésista.nt .

TSI AL

e department KOSLOV. Ana.toh, was appomted to the apec1al department

L 4 .
(A V) oty ' 1 i
A\ . :
. ULb\ ’h\-l b .
: « . - A
[ " ' ¢
’r

' SAVITSKI aent me to the Deputy of the Ch1e£ of the Second Dlrectory

“SHUB\II.AKOV, who told me tha.t there was s1gned an order a.nd I was. .' ;5, :

' (who was a.ctmg as the ch1e£ of 1 Department because the ch1ef of the

of extraordmar:.ly affairs (mvestlga.tlon) ). SHUBNI.AKOV and 5 s

.
H
P
il
i-
1.
{ -
BT
e,
i
b
n
e
I.

" the depa_rtxnent. Then I w1th GORBATENKO went to the 1 department

was acquainted with the chief of section KOSLOV, Veniamin. K%LOV

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

"+ working in this room; KUTIREV, RACOVSKI, GROMOV and TORMOSOV..

' ' I
' The last officer must give files on the correspondents and agents, I -~ - "

' . was said to come next day and began to work,

When I was resting in the tuberculous sanatoraim 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“ |

at St. Gorky, ‘9,‘ but after marriage was living with the wife«at',,'

. 00457
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P St. Sefafixnovich, 2 (the flat of her paients). In 1955 I received a ﬂat
SR I DR e

R at St. -Narodnya, 13 where was living with my family.
- ) '.

SO A E In 1954 I contracted a disease (gonorrhea) and on the a.dv:.ce

i

A ;:z.?"f-of the fnend IVANOV went to medic po:.nt at St. Neghuny‘a.. Doctorg“ ‘:‘ ;-

: ':’:'aeked to show a document, I had with me only MVD certificate and an.

. 7

perative paesport and showed them the passport.. Do‘ctors'had giiren il

ime a treatment, after that tw1ce they made tests and asked to come .once :
more,' but I did‘not come, They wanted to see once more and aént a . ‘
':"i‘:"::»fj'lettier to the place of veork | which was written in the paesport The .
,. plant with MVD found out about it. The deputy of the ehief. SHUBNIAKOV
el "wae speakmg w1th me. I had written my explanation, and punished by the '
Achlef of the 2 directory, rEDOTOV - 15 days of arrest. 'I‘he komeomoi?é v"'| ’
. :”?'_'orgamza.tion also punished me, I received a strict reprizfnand and'Was_i .::f ‘
, : ':"{.A"_"'-'freed of the head of komeoniol's organizaﬁon‘ of the 2 chiei .direoton. i g
Iwas a member'of komsomol's orgarn’.izaﬁronfrorn_ Ootober 1943.?

In the end of 1954 before leaving komsomol (because of age) the komsomol ER

~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 department 2 chief directory. In June-'- :

.:uly I was appomted to the 7 department 2 chief directory as a case .

'“_:.:ff . ei - S 8001038
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- “Tth department I was workmg till 1960 and in January 1960 was sent to : {

dxrectory (ch:.ef of the 1 department, KLIPIN, Vlad. ’ ch1ef of the |

: work as a deputy ch1e£ of the 1 sectmn in the 1 department 2 ch1e£

My family was consist of the wife and two daughters: Oksana, ' t ;

born in 1954, and Tamara, born in 1958, Oksana was ill (bronchial ;1 . i}

L hospitals, In 1960 I'was thinking about change (temporary) place of

i efﬁcer -of 2 section. This section was new created (the work against o

'soon recezved a rank o£ a senior 11eutenant and got a promotxon - a

:;;aemor ca.ae off:.cer. e

v N e o\ ) o , ,
. . e c e, - L co
4 - ' l.tn
B v il
' ; : R
; T
y 3 |
il
}
!
i

toﬁriets). “The ehief of 7 department - PERFILIEV, the chief of the =%

' 2 Bec.t:.on GUSKOV, o . o T o “ |
. " In 1956 Iwa.s accepted as a ca.ndldate in the Commumst Party‘, YRR
; A : i

In 1957 Iwas a.ccepted in the Party as a member. o
In August 1956 my father d1ed

In 1957 or 1958 I was promoted a deputy chief of 2 section. In

asthma) from 1957 and almost every year till 1963 2-3 months was in U

1ivi.ng and there was a possibility to go to work in 2 departments KGB

in Livov and Odessa, But there was another question if I go from Moscow

I would lose the flat in Moscow. At this time the chief of the section of .

2 deparitment, PIATROVSKI, proposed to me to go to work in Ethiopia

00ULCss
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(counter-intelligence work among Soviet specialists in Ethiopia), The I
o chief of 2 chief directory agreed and the question was almost decided
‘but in the last moment the personnel departrent of KGB did not a.ngee:':j‘-} : ; s

The reasons were the case of 1954 (illness and use §f th_e.p:aaéport for” ¥

I3 :“t_:b;\re.r) .aAnd'a checking i:q the éla.ée oif my;livin_g (some of age:_ﬂf;s _?epof i
' Jtha.t dnnk an;I on 1this base have qua;.r'rels wi'th. the wifej; | R
: I was working in .the 1 depa;'frheni: t11 1 962. 'I.n'Janﬁary-]j..‘)éz;:
= ;':';I waa: 4app.ointed again ihithe 7 departrrieﬁﬁ as the'-chief of the 1 secf;’.'oz:x;
(w'<.)r.k against tourists ffom the USA a.nd Ca‘nadé). | o
| .In December }959 I got a rank of a‘capt‘ain.
When 1 };aegan to work in the 7 departmé:}t I knew tha;t soon 1 ::}
z"nust.be préniotegi a deputy chief of the department, when would. free )
| B . & place = ‘the deputy chief of department BALDIN was prééaring to go -
: to work in eastern GermaLny. | | o
In July 1962 I was aépointed the deputy chief of 7 department S
E (the chief of thé depart;nént was CHELNOKOV) and here I was working' 5'-: el
. till January 18, 1964, . ,
During my work in MVD-KGB I did not study in any school, -'":: :
only in 1953-1954 was visiting courées of foreign languages of'MVD-,-.“ b'

KGB at St, Kiselni.
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sport delegat:.on, in 1958 was a.gam in England with a sport delegatmn, FRE

" in 1960 Iwas in Cuba with a delegatmn of spec1a11sts of nickel 1ndustry; P

- 1953 w:.th the w1:£e I was restmg in the tuberculous sana.torzum. In 1954
: ‘..I was w:Lth the famz.ly at the cotta.ge. In 1955 I was restmg at the cottage. : L

' In Ma.rch 1956 1 was restmg w1th the w1fe in Karlovi Vary', Czechoslova.kla

L the cottage. In 1958 I was rlestmg at the'cottage, In 1959 I w:.th the w:Lfe
' rested in Sochi, In Janua.ry-February 1960 I rested w1th the wife in
- Kislovodsk, In 1961 - August - 1 rested with the wife and da.ughters in

o Nicola.ev‘. In October 19621 rested with the wife in Sochr. In July ‘963 o

\ K S e . . .:::)'
<SECREL o N

' é ! Five times I was sent abroad: In 1957 I was in England with ‘a.'f:»‘ o

.l
a

) Workmg in MVD KGB every year I had leaves for rest. In_, g

{r.

In 1957 Iwas in Lemngrad two weeks with the w1fe and then rested a.t

J A TR I L e . o .
e et e e e e e IR

I rested with the wife and daughters in Anapa. . . ’, S : T T
. | : o ) . [ - PR
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B. Is the claimed KGB career of NOSENKO plausible? In the _" =

past the theory has been advanced that NOSENKO was never an o-f'fi_c.e_r -
4 in the KGB. Information of a detailed nature from NOSENKO concern~

'ing the KGB, particularly the Second Chief Directorate, has been 8o

extensive as to invalidate any contention that he was not a KGB ofﬁc‘er.
It is considered that NOSENKO was a KGB officer in the claimed

| % Departments during the claimed periods of ti‘me and served in the claimed
positions in each Depa.rtment.A It is Iinteresting fo note that NOSENKO Has

" 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 sumfna.ry, 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 | 0001043
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his KGB career today is not significantly different from the fragmentary f :

version he gave in June 1962,

Baeically the following is now considered to have been the KGB

‘career of NOSENKO:

th-March 1953 - late May 1955 F:.rst Sectxon.

S

F1rst Depa.rtment SCD - ', -'

Late Ma.y 1955 - December 1959 (1958 December b ‘

1959 - Depuw Ch1ef of Sectxon) Seventh
Department SCD
" January 1960 - December 1961; Deputy Chief of .
Section, ‘Fiirst Sectioﬁ; First Department,
scp
January 1962 - July 1962, Chief of First Section,
| Seventh Depaftment, SCDh
July 1962 - January. 1964, Depﬁty Chief of Seventh.
Department,I SCD |
(NOTE: The term Deputyv Chief is 5eing 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

B

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 depuﬁes, one of whom ié given the-titie 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

. Deparuﬁent. s;,ctions. The exéeption to the 1§tter is when th.ve Chief _of..

' .~'bep'artrnent refains direct s.upervision o‘x-rer'wha.t‘he. may co}rAxs‘it.ie:.".'thé -
‘most important séctiﬁn’. "Oﬁde: deputies have sﬁxpérﬁsory fu_nctidﬁs 'only'  . ‘

. over designated sections or organizational components. )

Dﬁring current interviews and in prepared memoranda, NOSENKO

has furnished detailed information which it is considered substantiates

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

] N . .
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-'-'-

ment, in 1960, nor is an adequate explanation of these variances available

0OUL045
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at this time. On the other hand, it is not reasonable that NOSENKO

would lay claim to the title of Deputy Chief of the First Section, First'

vDepartrnent, 1f this were not true when he clearly knew of the visits of

GOLITSYN to the Fu's.. Sectmn in 1960 - 1961 and of hlS conferences

' W1th officers closely assoc1a.ted w:.th NOSENKO at that time.

NOSENKO has also mentxoned a number of offu:ers of the SCD

T or former o£f1cers of the SCD who. transferred to the FCD with whom

he was personally acqua.mted and who, were also known to GOLITSYN.

A number of these officers were officers from whom GOLITSYN has

stated he obbtain‘edk certain ihfoi'matioh or thr ough whom he became aware
of certain acfivities including Vladislav M. KOVSHUK, Gennadiy I.
GRYAZNOV, Z'V_laidi;mir Ivanovich PETROV, Yuriy 1. GUK, Via&imir
A. CHURANOV, Yevgéniy GROMAKOVSKIY and Vadim V. KOSOLAPOV,
The statement of NOSENKO that although he had heard of
GOLITSYN he had nev‘er"person'ally met GOLITSYN, stands in conflict
with the staﬁeménts oflGOLITSYN 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 a.ﬁy
reason why NOSENKO from his éoi-nt of view should rAemember. such

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

6001046
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iséue, it is eminently reasonable to conclude thaf the encouﬁtér 't:.ook
piace but. that .NOSENKO simply has no re;:ollection of it. The‘r.e is
no reason to attach significance to this lapse of memory,.

The previous opinioﬁ that NOSENKQ dxd QOtA'hOidAthe cla;ifneﬂ _
vpc;v.siﬁ_on of .Deput.y. Chief,' F’irst'Sgctior}, First Depa;rtxnez;t, during 1960 -

1961 has had the most merit in the controversy over his statements

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

detaii m another section, but of note at this t:.me is' the controversy -
over what dut';es the position of Deputy Chief of Sectioni in the SCD, KGB, |
entails or does not entail. It is a fruitless exercise to attempt to judge |
whether NOSENKO was Deputy Chief of the First Section in 1960 - 1961
on the basis of whether his knowledge of the total activities of ﬂxe'f‘irsi.:v

Section was commensurate with the knowledge 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
Clhief of Section in the SCD and in particular what were his duties in
the particular lass‘ig‘nment. The organizational structure of the KGB
may or may not have somé similarities to thé organizational structure

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

[8,]

5001047

D
[
c2
=
o)



14-00000

;s to whether NOSENKO held a certain claimed position. on the basis
of a.comparison of his activities and re_sporisibilities with that'ﬁzlherent ,
ina someﬁhat similar position in CIA.

. One of the most important differeﬁées be.twegri Umted Stét‘esi o
A'lag‘e.z_z‘c':'ilevs,. 6_1' or.éé.hiz;tio.n;, mcludmg CIA, :",a‘n'dntn'.he bufgauéfatic §f;ucturé '
.of :a.genci'es or 'Voig:ani:‘;_;a.ﬁons_:i'z; the USSR, j.n%:ludingt:ﬁe KGB, ié the |

t éala.ry structure, Pay of a KGB qffiéer is based on military rank and

on actual position held with an .add‘itional pei-éentage increa.se for. loAn‘gev.i.ty‘
and language qualificatidn. Actual position held is important from a ..
mohetary viewpoint in addition f:o the prestige. As an exainple', the
diffezjence int monthly salary between a c."ipta_in and a major is 'twenty :
rubles and t}}e difference”in salary »bet.ween a Senior Case Officer and
a'Depui;.y Chief of Section is als;'; twenty rubles. An increase in military
‘ : rank alone has limited pay advanta.ges, as forl example a Liéutenant
Colonel who is only a Senior Case Officer receives less pay than a xﬂ'ajor -
who holds the position of Chief of Section. |
During current interviews, an effort has been made to obtain
from NOSENKO statements 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

6 - 60041048
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A 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.

.....

03001049
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C.” HAS NOSENKO GIVEN AN ACCEPTABLE EXPLANATION OF

uIs MOZ-‘IVATION IN.- CONTACTING CIA IN 1962

AND FOR HIS DEFECTION IN 19642
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C. Has NOSENKO given an acceptable "expvlana.tio‘n"of his

motivation in contactmg C]‘A in 1962 and for hlS defectJ.on in 19647 - Of

the exght 11sted categones Whlch are being gwen specz.fxc conszderatlon
: in the matter of the bona ﬁdes of NOSENKO thzs category is. proba.bly S

the most du'fmult in whzch to present a log1ca.l posztmn W1th factual

support. There are too many intarigible aspects involved a;nd although

motivation is an iz;xportant factor, fﬁll resolution of thé motivation

problem is not a paramount factor in deciding whether ﬁOSENKO is or
@ : is not a dispatched agent. . NOSAENK.O‘ c'ouid have coni;aéted this Agency in 4
L 1962 and defected in 1964 without KGB knowledge and yet even at this late

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

s
(RSP

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, furnished 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.

CODET |
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NOSENKO and others of his generation have lived in a Soviet society
. throughout their entire lives. The environment is an impofta.nt factor

' of influence in the life of an individual and true disillusionment is at

. . g
. ST S L PO

- best usually a gradua.lvuprocess- in Whiqh many faé-tors, someuzl:ecognized
and some not reéognized- by'the indivi&ua.l, have played a role .in. vé.rying .

'degrees.

NOSENKO, until 1955 and possibly until the death of his father
_4in August 1956, could be compared to the profligate son of wealthy

parents in the United States who finally graduates from college and obtains"

RN
i
B
B
Sl
i.'
i

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

_thg luxuries he has enjoyed. Th‘e‘Afa.thér 6f NOSENKO was not only wealthy
': 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 -
important if not the most important factor.in NOSENKO even being

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

pa:@i\qy}arly reluctant to admit, perhaps even to himself, 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

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

SECRFT
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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. "

Ifa certa.m a.mount of specula.t:.on is perrmtted the

' disiilusionment of NOSENKO, who lost many persona.l. a.dva.ntages-'-__- ‘

\ —-‘\—" .
follow:mg the death of hJ.S fa.ther 1nc1ud1ng a personal a.utomobx.le, may

——

have actually started soon. after the death of his fa.ther. Tha.t NOSENKO

is undiscz.phned is supported by h1s admis s:Lons relatlve to his hfe in

the USSR and his beha.vmr both in 1962 in Geneva and for a perxod of t1me ;

after h1s defection in 1964. NOSENKO was addicted toﬁwomen, ligquor, 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 b.e making an ultimate commitment {rom which hg could

no longer retreat.

6001053
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NOSENKO has stated that he gave éonsiderable thought to the
best way to contact the Americans so that he would be believed and not
rejected and came to the cox;clu's'iori that h.e“would offer to sell some
: ,ih.fprin-éi:ion._ NQSENKO stated tl;iat }#e-thoﬁght_'if‘he approa._éhed the
Americans stating he wa';s a "KGB 'coﬁnterintelligence officer wﬁb. Qa.nteé’
'té' give information, ' he would not ‘have bee’ﬁ believed and would ha;v?

‘been peremptorily rejected. NOSENKO stated he had difficulty deciding

how much money to ask‘foxi'- and how to make tI;e approach, but finally
" decided to do it through {]?avid{MKR;@whom the KGB considered was with |
' Axnérican Intelligence. | | |
’ | o The above statements by NOSENKO are not“i.n conflict with the
re'.c.ord. NOSENKO did offer to sell "two pieces of information, " almost
hﬁrﬁediately gave more informatioh, ‘made no significant démands for |
mdney, and in fact his price for "fwo pieces of informa.tion;' 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 recéiving any money from the
‘/__’__’__—_ e e e e e e,

Americans.

e "
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NCSENKO has stated that the night before his departure»frox'm
Geneva to the USSR he gave sericus thought to defection but was not
emotionally adapted to defect at that time. Following his rot;;;xn to the
Soviet Ualon, NOSENK_O, during a period of ﬁm‘.' made his final

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

'lcavlag his wife, childres, ;nd,othpx mfnborg.olhii family in the N

‘US3R.

Some aspects of the motivation of NOSENKO are cbacure and
will probably so remain. It would be preferabls if an axact datailed
chenology of all the factors invelved could be ﬁr@pured ox i mn
certain odvious factors céum ~'bc accirazely delineatsd. Thesze m beth

fimpossible at this time and probably at any time in the future. What_' '

is im?orumt at this time is & dscision as to whether the motivation of

NCSENKO was basad on personal ressons with no implications of KGB
dispatch. It is cqnsldored that the axplavation of NGSENKO concerning
his motivation is acceptable and that his Qtﬁtement that no one except
the Americans was. aware of his contacts with the Americans in 1962
oz hiz intent 2o defoct -in 1964 {s supported by othex informatien of a

collateral nature. (Sse Secton I, H.)

Attachment:
Typed ¢py Memo from NOSENXO
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.furnished by Subject on'1 November 1967 fcllowmg a request on
’_'31 October 1967: D :

" understanding of the situation in the Soviet Russia, the knowledge of

O
e
®
“
o
o
0
R
®
g
[]
e
Z
s
>

i | SUBJECT: NOSENKO, Yuri Ivanovich S PP

' The following is a typed copy of a handwritten memorandum. :;'A !

. ‘..4
)

Wha.t were the mot1£ and the reasons whxch have led me. to :

Chemene e

¢

t

ness of_lthe free world.

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

in a month or a year. This decision was slowly growing inme, I

think that the beginning was in the studentship. L i

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

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 .-

Russia I found out much better the life and conditions of the life of the

" people of the Soviet Russia,

’ GROUP 3 J
= “yelided freny avismatic

properafine aed 4

' the d;ecision to breake with the Soviet Russia? The only definite is an £5.0 0

- the methods of the communist regime, the knowledge of the real foreign,

and interior policies of the Soviet government and the faith in the right=' -

it e et L

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



14-00000

: _abouti hundreds of thousands of the ‘people of Russia who were (and

RIS T

kS % | When I worked 11 years in MVD~KGB I understood and found i
I i . out véry many things, details and the real deal of the existing regime',' o

b o ! . : : . .
o { . about methods of the work of MGB~-MVD-KGB and about their doings, '

: ; : ;

vl

B

‘ﬂ".:

- stili are) considergd. "politic’ally".’dangé_r.o_u_s 'a,hd ?round whom was :

: (a.nd at:.ll is) going an a;;tive w&:k of all org‘ans‘ KGB.
;? ;L RO ":‘At the same time wheﬁ I was serveral times abrcia.d' I have_f’:
:'..seeir_z pers‘onal}y the so-éélle’d '":d'ec.ay_" at the West. :I _ha.ve ae:en'_::'t.n D ." |
E ! ” : ?ea:.jliéy how ié living people. | . o
_ - Several times Qheﬁ I was abroad I was thinking 'abouf staying‘v

- ; .at th-‘e ...Wes.tjand not returning in Russia;, but onli(. one thing w:;.s': keepi.ng‘.';: ‘
? '.‘_':m‘é::'--; my family, - | R
vIn 1962 in Switzeﬂand I made the acquaintance with thé:. | ‘ : :‘n"l‘.g
o Americans, From my part "the sell of the informétion" was a real

show, I w;as thiﬁking thé.t they would not believe me‘;)therwis.e. 'I.n
. that period of the time there was going a big struggle in me to stay o

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

Awhen I1was 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.
| . 60UL57
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i .+ ™It was not easy to make this decision, it was very difficult’’ :
I v . . o B .
i i ¢ to leave the family for ever..
RIS DU ST (A : o : .
[_l:f oY v, And now in spite of everything I do not regret.
[ P TR ) o _
R
.‘;"l’.-
;
i i " .
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D. IS THE INFORMATION FURNISHED BY NOSENKO TO CIA

CONCERNING KGB OPERATIONS, PERSONALITIES,

AND ORGANIZATION REASONABLY COMMENSURATE

WITH HIS CLAIMED KGB CAREER?

Frome
H
E

SECRET \wp]“'Jl
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D. Is the information furnished by NOSENKO to CIA concerning

'KGB operations, personalities, and organization reasonably commen-

surate with his claimed KGB career? The conclusion is '@l'x'g.t' the infor-
mation furnished by NOSENKO cdnc':‘erning KGB operations, personalities,
~and orga.ﬁiz-atic;hciéwmdr'e than réaéonabiy commensurate with his claimed

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

1964. | "’ ‘ | o ‘
‘ In vzl'eachi;'ng the a_;bo'{re conclusion, coriéidé;;éfién has been givén |
to his claimed departmental assignments and clé.ﬁned pbsitions in each
deéartment. . Certain allcswance has been made for fault.y}memory with
considerati§n being given to whether thez;e 1s any indic;ation of deception
or.whether the failure to recall a particular item of interest c.;an 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.

001080
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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 been noted, -NOSE.NKO, iﬁ fact, has .-;'n unusua.liy gbod memery' |
Las endenced by the extens:.ve mformatmn £urmshed by NOSENKO purely
from recollectxon. In addltJ.on, there has been no matenal relucta.nce :
. .on”the Pa.rt of NOSENKO to d1scuss h:Ls ent1re hfe, KGB officers he ha.s

:__,known, KGB orgamzanon and procedures, or other topxce of mterest.

NOSENKO has furnished considerable detail cqncerning KGB
officers whom he has known at various periods in his:entire KGB career.

He has beer very consistent in information furnished and has frequehtly

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

Cer’eain remarks will be made in another section in 'regard: to =
fhe volume and scoi)e ef information furnished Sy NOSENKO. This in-.
formation is not selective, but is an excellent indicator that NOSENKO H
was e,s signed to the First Departmenf and Seventh Deﬁartxneﬁt, SCD,.
during the clainAed periods of time and held the claimed positions, Con-
sideretion has been given to.his ve.rious c}aimed KGB assignments in

evaluating the information furnished in an effort to assess whether his

indicated knowledge was commensurate with his claimed position during

, 00 uiﬂ@i
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a particular period of time or suggested the possibility that he did.4not

occupy the position which he claimed to have held.

It is considered that mi'ormatlon furmshed by NOSENKO supports

his claimed posztmns in the SCD. : It ha.s not been poss1b1e ta substantl.ally

confirm through colla.tera.l sources that NOSENKO served in hl.s c1a1med

- _:.pos:.t:.ons. - Neither ha;s it been poss1ble to obtam from other- sources an -

_ holchng a.ny of the pos1t10ns NOSENKO claimed to ha.ve held after 1958 It

is felt.there can be no ques_tzon that NOSENKO served in the capa.clti.es of

Junlor case officer, case officer, and senior case o£f1cer durmg 1953 - 1957

As regards the duties and responsibi,lities' of a Deputy Chief of S_ection','_
Chief of Section, .a.nd Deput;r Chief of Department, and whether NOSENKO
held,fhese \Vrerioﬁs‘ ciairhed ﬁositiens, .Aa‘consid.er'a_ble; .a.mo‘unt ef ‘p.e_rsonal |
judgment has been necessary. This persoz_ial judgment has been made in- :

as judicial a manner as possible, with full knowledge that any opinion in

regard to the above is largely dependent upon information from NOSENKO.

NOSENKO has compiled detailed diagrams of the actual offices

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

mary periods of time: 1953 - 1955, 1955 - 1959, 1960.- 1961, and 1962 -

" 1963, ‘He has prepared specific memoranda concerning his co-officers

3

6CU1062
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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 internally consistent. Furthermore NOSENKO

could not possibly have known that this .detailed information could not -

e

immed_iately be checked for accutacy, at least in part, with a sou‘rcel )

" or é.nothéz; officer who has defected since mid-1964. If these dia.grarfxs
- a.nd zhemorén&é were i;pt rel'a..tiv‘“e‘,ly _.éo_rr_gct, NOSENKO, Qho ié qui:.kt.e:‘
_'é.émfe_ in.-matté_‘rs" of “‘éaﬁntﬁerihi‘.e‘lli.agie'un'c‘e", would hardiy_ ha.v§ volﬁptggiiy' )
‘preparevd the material in ,such'det.a.vil. 4 This type of information is

;peculiarly adaptable for analysis by a knbwledgeable s’ourcle or by another

defector and could, if not relatively correct, permit a rather positive con-

clusion that NOSENKO was lying or fabricating information.

; NOSENKO has furnished quite specific information on KGB

operations during the 1953 - 1955, 1955 - 1959, 1960 - 1961, and 1962 -

1963 periods of time.' As might be expected, his speciﬁc knéwle&ge is
'_J_.’e‘_g\s for the-1953 - 1955 period; but his own personal situation and attitude
untxl 1955 - 1956, which are mentioned elsewhere, should be given

consideration. In any event, he has furnished adequate information so

that his claimed assignment during 1953 .- 1955 is considered sufficiently
substantiated even though his actual job performance undoﬁbtedly

deserved a low rating.

0001063
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The knowledge of NOSENKO concerning cases, KGB operé;tions,
and other officers can consiéténtl& be related to his cia.imed deéa;hnent
and position'assignrﬁent during the 1953 to Jahuary 1964 period. | 'The ‘-
scope of his knowledge of his own departrner{i:‘ylhén considered ir_x"cbtq
is broader _aftl:_er‘-1957,; tﬁa.n bgfo;e‘,‘i which ié cor:n‘pa.tibl.e_ with.h'ié ;:lai;n §£
. inq;‘ea.sed 1‘°es;,ponsib;'._lities. ' ..Hi's hlowiédée 'of the wo.r]é of oﬂ;er debarﬁnenté’ ‘
" of the SCD from the late 1'950}9*55&5 also more exte.n’s'i.lveb, ch'h is ’ai.xs;,"a S

further indication that NOSENKQ actually held the claimed positions

during this period of time.
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..~ E.  CAN THE INFORMATION FURNISHED BY NOSENKO BE -

. CONSIDERED IN TOTO AS HAVING RESUL'TED' .

. 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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Y We stern Intelligehce? 'I_‘he_' coﬁciuéioﬂ in Vféga'.rd téi'bgvt.}'a. of the above.

E. Can the information i’urnished bLNOSENKO be considered ‘

in toto as naving resul ed in material dama.ge to the KGB and/or has

- ‘;:he information‘ furnished by NOSENKO been of signi f1ca 2t beneu.t to

._.ques‘cion ‘is a.f;hma.ta.ve, even tno da 11: is rea.l zed tha;t ultimate 1o'-s‘s o

- to the KGB and ultimate benefit to_Weste_i'n L. e‘l..gence are bam par tly

' of an intangible na.ture and not susceptible to accura.te, measnrement._“

\IOSJ-‘NKO ha.s, as nr\.vxoo.s-y m.dxca..ec., J.ur"n.shcu. vo:.ammous
information during current and previous ntarviews. An a.ccura.‘ce total :

oi specific cases is not‘possible at this time and womc‘. at best be only

an interesting ngure, the actual si ~:1u.1caﬁce of waich would be max gina.l.

-7

Praciically every interview with \TVS’*"\IKO, even at present, reveals

- information oi counterintelligence inierest and it is expected that this

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

not be construed as an indication that NCSENXO is intentionally with-
holding 1morma’c10n, but rather that stimulation of his memozy tarough
normal questions and discussions has been and can continue to be

productive.

§0U1Les
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NOSENXKO has furnished inforimnation concerning perhaps\/z\, OO@))

KGB oiiicers and\3QO\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.

R

However, he has identified 'approxirnately@;SO] former or current Fixrst:

Chief Directorate officers and there is a considerable exchange of

officers between the FCD and SCD. In addition, numerous officers
of the SCD and other internal KGB 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 NOSENKO 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

cannot be estimated nor can the potential damage to the KGB be esti-
mated.
Disclosure of information concerning certain KGB ofiicers would

be a necessary part of any dispatch oi a KGB agent or oificer to the

West either for purposes oi contact with Western Intelligence for a

T ~ 2 S $001L67
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limited perioa 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 matter of concern to the KGB and the ex-~

'posure of the identities of approximately 2, 000) KGB officers and(several ).

| (hundred) KGB agents could not be conisidered of negiigible impoxrtance.’
Ob;ammg specific information in regard to KGB officers or |
KGB assets is important to United States Intelligeriée and a conside‘r-
able amount of manpower and money is spent.o;'x' this activity. Zven
acknowledging that it is much more difiicult for CIAI: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

doubtful any reader of this summary would consider that the identifi-
catio:ﬁ of'2, Q_V(L)O).CIA employees and \several hundred/agent assets to

the KGB would be any less than a vei'y seriou::; compromise of valuable
' informati;n.

Prior to the defection of NOSENKO, little was kanown of the

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

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

v .

intelligence community is hardly subject o

[e}

ispute, although analysts

“as?#

6001068
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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, L{GB

'recrultmenus of United Sta.tes c;.tlzens a.nd iorelgn na.tlona.ls covermg |
the penod of 1953 throuch 1903 This‘_.shoiJ.Id not be interpreted as' a
statement that NOSENKO has furmshed Lnformatxon in, regard to all

g 'SCD recrultments, even of Amencans, durmg th:Ls per:.od His infor-

mation baséd on personal lmoWledgé is in general limited to the First

-Department and Seventh Department. He has furnished information

’

concerning cases of several other departments in the SCD and some
FCD cases, but this information was in general acquired indirectly
irom social or business conversaiions with other KGB officers.

NOSENKO has furnished information in regard to a number of

cases which were previously known to United States Intelligence., While -

% '

the value "of such information cannot be considered high, the additional
details which NOSENKO has providéd in a np.mber pf cases cannot 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 reason to question his sourcing of information

already known, there is no basis for suspicion of NOSE ’\IKO for his

having provided such information.
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|

mitted identification of the individuals of interest and the closing of an

NP

«

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

. considerable value to Western Intélligence and may be considered to

~ bave resulted in some damage to the KGB. Admittedly, the potential

to the KGB of an agent who is known as pro-Communisf is less than

_ that of a '"politically clean' individual. However, "pro-Communist’

or even "Communist" are not synonymous with ""recruited KGB agent, "
NOSENKO has furnished.additional information on cases in

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

¢

of these if;stances the additional information from NOSENKO has per-~ W\é

p
‘v

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

1

NOSENKO must be considered valuable to Westexrn Intelligence. since

the incomplete information known previously would in many cases not

nhave permitted ultimate identification of the individual of interest.

This category of cases must be considered as having resulted in damage .

4 4

to the KGB and in benefit to Wesiern Intelligence. -

’
=
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R

" NOSENKO has furnished information in regard to a number of
md,.mduam, both American and non-Bloc foreign, who'we're recruited
by the KGB and concerning whom Western I.ntelllgence na.q no »mnr.lcan*“

information. It is recoamzed Lhat c~.r..a.1n o; these ca.ses men;xoned by

\JOSENKO par‘ucula.rly in the touu.st category, would proba.bly never
“kave ao‘«-w-(ly mater1a117ed as producu.ve KGB aaents.A 'I’hls c:oz.ld be
- gra.ph1ca.l maccesszbﬂz.ty to the KGB or sot be1ng e1ther at the trme
‘of SCD recruﬁxnent or later ina position to'furnish information"'of ;
interest to the KGB. In t‘us regard NOSENKO has s«.a...ed tna.t at leas.. "

until 1962 there wa.s a deﬁmte »endeney in tne Seventh Depart-ment to

‘make a "recruitment" as a statistic for the end-of—-year repert vevez; R

" though it was apparent the agent at the time had novpo'tentia.l and that.

it was highly unlikely 'there would be a potential in the future.

NbSENKO has furniehed'information on or leads to a number 'of.“
cases, | primarily thirdinationals but some ;Arr;-erican, in w'hiehj neha.s
:fr;een uﬁable to furnish s.uf-ficientb details to permif: iéerxtiﬁ..carioﬁ? a.t this
time. Ih certain instances it is believed that an identiﬁca,tien v‘rll]; Be
possible afuer adeltlonal rresearch and mvesucvatmrx. _ 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 potential value
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" cannot be ignored. As an example of this category, NOSENKO 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 Ernergency Codes, " deliver thé codes to the KGB for -

i - photographing, and"th{en: sugcessfully-:eplége the codes. Be;ﬁause »the{

agent is as yet unidentified, his current access to information affecting

" the security of the United States cannot be gauged.

“ In'all, the information from NOSENXO in the cétegory of cases -

"f.“,:'where \-A‘f‘est_ez.'h Inlt.elligence éid not 'p_reviqxisly ha._ve' significant infor- -
mation'.must be coﬁé_idérg;d' on balance as having resﬁlted.in material -
~'damagé to the KC;B é._nd of signi..ﬁcantvbenef{t 4to' West’erﬁ. I‘ﬁtélligence.'i{ _
Quantity'_alorie of CI or FI iﬁforrﬁation f‘r‘om a XGB defector is
“not a slf.andard on wh_ich to judge bona {ides. The question is wh_et_lfxe; :
9 S the afnount of his infoi'mation is reasonably commensurate with his -

1. claimed positions in the KGB. This question 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
‘furnished by NOSENKO are listed below. These cases are given as

illustrations and are not necessarily listed in order of importance.
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The case of Robert Lee JOHNSON é.nd the reia'ted case of
James Allen MINTKENBAUGH have been covered in the previous’
summary. It can be considered that both were expos‘ed:.as a result
of a lead from NOSENXO Whj.ch led to .suspicions of JOH\ISON

Another American case is that of."—Ieroert HOWARD a DSA,

NOSENKO identiﬁed;Herbert HOWARD.)as hz.ving been recruited by
the First Section, First Departmeﬁt, SCD, in 1962 and was pcf'sitive
that (HOWARD) furnished valuable information to the KGB. When
interviewed in 1964, (HHOWARD) did not admit he had bSeen recruited,
but suspicion of ‘iHOWARDj}was great enough so that his contract wi‘;;l_a
fUSIA)was 3;'101: renewed. - i
I indeedi‘HOWARrD\)was recruited by the KGB, it '15 Lvnp;)ssf;.biel--'
to dete_rmine how much. information would have Been com;;,.z'omislced Sy S
‘ vHOWAR.D* w’ule in the USSR he d:.d have certain ac;:ess to ne Unitéci
' States Embassy. There is good reason to ‘believe that if’ :IOWA.L\D) was.
recruited, it was he who was fespc;nsible for the compromise of';‘
potentially valuable Soviet walk-in with whom CIA was attempting to
establish contact u \fT-LOWARD]a.s ;nuermedlary
NOSENKO in 1964 furnished information in reg;ard to'a "ZHARI"

(zpparently a KGB code name, although NCSENKO thought it was a tru

84 Tae

s 6301073

i '-"~-;,employee who spem considerable tz.me in tne USSR in 1962 - 1963. s
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‘-name). He identifled "ZHARI"'(phonetic) as an American code clerk

who deiocﬁed to the USSR in 1961. An internal assumption was made
based on the original iead information from NOSENKO that "ZHARI"
was Victor Norris ﬁAMILTON. aka Fouzi Mitri HINDALY, a io:mér
bm employoo who defected to tho USSR !n 1962, and the information
irom NOSENKO was never disseminated or lnvcstlgated

Prior to the aurfaelng of John Diacoe SM!TH by the Soviets

bn the fall of 1967, CEEEEE

B taformation concerning KGB knowledge '

e! Amcrican codo clerks wao‘baing imuugat«r and .Ioh'a Ducoe

SMITH was a ludlng suspoct.. After the mriacing of SMITH by the
Sovlets. it boc;mc apparent that SMITH, rather than HAM!LTON was

identical to "ZHARI. " Investigation disclosed that no definite informa-

tion could be ostabuoﬁié in ragﬁrﬂ to the achgl'whéreabouto of SMI‘I'H'

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

{avestigation in 1964 of ths "ZHARI"” laad wounld have led to the identi-

| fication of Jokn Discos SHITH as "ZHARI, " However, such tdendﬁ-

' cation would have been of considerabls interest to the Department of

Siate and ClA, and could very woll kave permitted cortain action which
would have at least lessened the propaganda effect of the sugprise
sancuncement by the Soviets in the fall of 1967.

NOSENKO, in June 1962, furnished information from which
William VASSALL could bs Quickly identifled, GOLITSYNM, in late

1960 - =azrly 1961, hed furnishsd information concerning a Soviet pene-

tration of tha Britishh Government on the basis o ﬁli&r&h& Bﬂtish
(UL (4
9
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Services had compiled a list of twenty suapecta, including _VASSALL.
Even though it may be presumed that lmrostigatton of the twsnty mspecta

wonld uitimately have resulted in a datermtnation that VASSALL was

0 ' the agent on whom GO!JTSYN'had furnished ceruin tnformaﬁon, the.
| information from NOSENKO ia June 1962 resulted in the earlier tarmin
vation by the British Services of a sanf-v;xmh'-pr;é#cuw" KGH agest.
| E Although not the case of ajKGB agent, the mattor of the micro-
1 - pbones in the United Stataé Embassy ehould alsc be mentioned. B
~ GOLITSYN, £01161lvi‘n3 his defection in D’c‘c'ombélrv'l‘éf‘i’. furnlshnd

certaia {nformation in regard to microphonas»iﬁ the United States

. Embassy (Chaacary); Since in ia#t the n’riii:ropﬁonés were connected

to central cablss, location of -oné microphone would -‘-‘loéﬁc&lly, have led
R T to the opr.me of the entire oot of microphones. However, appro-
A priate action was not taken on this information and the KGB would bave
beéaﬁwar; that no action was taken pﬂor to June 1962 when NOC3SENKO
t&raﬁ coaacbod CIA. |

I NOSZNKO is a dispatched KGB agent, it iz 2ot clear why the -

KGB would attract specific attsntion ta a gystem of microphones whick
must kave still had some value aws of Junas 1962, A presumption may
be made that if NOSENKO was a digpatched agent, the KGB bad, as of
1962, an advanced system of moniiéring devices which rendersd the
above microphone systern obsolata. Howaver, no concrate evidence

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

o U 60ULeTs




14-00000

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,

.
P
i
f
;

i

4

Dt o a A 'few:general'comm,ents in rega‘rd to the CI information fur-

" mshed by \IOS l\KO wa:ld be appA onnate 1n th1s nartlcular sect:.on.

As. rega.rds 1ea.ds furzushed by NOSEN:.{O to Amerzcan cases most |

of these leads have been mentmned in the prevmus summary. Current

L infciervieiavs‘ with'NOSENKO have res'ulted in approximately seventeen =

.. new American leads which are béing exarained by the FBI. The inter-

”

views have also resulted in more specific information in regard to a

number of cases previbuslunentioned by NOSENKO, thus permitting

additional Ydevelquinento these cases by t‘me BI
T -

P,

NOSENKO ha.s provzded leads to over 100 third-country z{CB

agents, Geographlcal y these leads are wide in scope, including

nationals of such cou"ntries as Indonesia, Austria, Uruguay', the United

Kingdom, France, West Germany, Belgium, Sweden, Australia, Japan,

Mexico, Ite,ly, and Ia. .nun‘l’per of oAthe:: countfies.

included in the J;'nore important of t