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“ CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENGY
WASHINGT?N. D.C. 20505

?§d>1EMOR NDUM FOR: Mr. John Edgar Hoover:
Director, Federal Bureau '
of Investigation
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§ 1. Transmitted herewith is a copy of a report'on

the SAMMY case prepared by the Chief; Soviet Russia’ o
Division for the inform i ‘
Plans. It is an "in house" document contalnlng a
terim assessment of SAMMY's bona fides a 7 s
s disseminated to other departments without perm1551on
A of_this™ Agency. Thé ¥eport is16d ed“fd“?ﬁh?” :
per™ paragraph 5 of referent memorandum.
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TAB T!EQ1

PERSONAL DATA, CONDUCT AND MANNER

Statements about Himself

1. Blography NQJENKO has contradicted himself in his Wn
accounts of his 1ife in ways which may be relatea To the events

angmpersonailties "HeTis  Teporting on. "Especially nofeworthy is
thi 'm?wvrgi:dzxes*~ in—1962;"he said “that he graduated from the
Inst ute of Foreign Relatlons in 1950, went into the Naval GRU,
and then entered the KGB at the beglnnlng of 1953. 1In 1964, he
said he had graduated in 1949 and entered the KGB in early 1952.

\ This affects his version of getting into the KGB with KOBULOV's
help as KOBULOV was not in the KGB from 1948 to March 1953.
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2, Frlendshlp with GUK and CHURANOV NOSENKO claims to be
an intimate friend of certain KGB officers, especially GUK and
CHURANOV, from whom he has obtained by word of mouth most of the
few operational items he has been able to provide outside his own
immediate sphere of activity. He mentions these two individuals

, so often that that alone would deserve special attention. - BUt on

\ top of that these two individuals were two of GOLITSYN's closest
contacts, from whom GOLITSYN also learned by word of mouth about
many operatlons -~ sensitive ones at that -- which he had no
right.to know, - Yet, if NOSENKO were in fact this ciose to them,
gh;re can be little doubt that. .GOLITSYN would have known NOSENKO .
be o

et = S el

tter. As it 1is, GOLITSYN remembers only that there was a
’ %USENKO working in the American Department of the Second Chief

,Dlrec+orate who had a reputation as. k haser There are .
grounds here for stispicion that GUK and CHURANOV gave honest
accounts of what they had told GOLITSYN in the KGB damage
assessment of GOLITSYN's defection, and that NOSENKO is fabri-
cating this alleged friendship to explaln how he had access to
the same information as GOLITSYN (some of which is outllned‘ln
Tab "D", Table #4), which he is using -- at no cost to the ! KGB rz
as build-up for himself. i R

3. DPersonal Involvement in Key Accidents: NOSENKO =when he Lo
came out in 1964, had certain information which he partlcularly
wanted to give us concerning practically all of the known og
notorious incidents of Soviet security history in the perio
since his last meetings with us. It appears to stretch 001nc1dence (3
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to the limit that this one KGB officer, NOSENKO, was personally
involved in every one of them, and could thus talk -- and deliver
the KGB's '"message" == with complete authority. Note his role
in the cases of Lee Harvey OSWALD, of Professor BARGHOORN, of

L Bernard KOTEN,] of the CHEREPANOV affair (even to the point of

and others. Note also his fortuitous friendship with Georgiy
BOLSHAKOV, which permitted him to recount in detail a provocatlve
ver51on of BOLSHAKOV'S dealings with the White House.

: 4, Order of Lenin and/or Casé,Award: NOSENKO mentioned in
January 1964 that he had received the Order of Lenin "shortly .
after the 1962 meetings with us,"” as a result of ideas he
developed on how to _enlarge the experience and improve the :
quality of staff personnel on the job. About a montn later he
mentioned to one of his security guards that he had received a
large cash award (no date, but was then reluctant to say why; it
is not clear whether this is separate from the medal mentioned
earlier). New, such medals and_awards are not given for routine
contributions. However, it is possible that NOSENKO could not
resist bragging about his medal (OF feared™that we might “hear of
it through other sources), and that he actually got it for his
1962-megtings with us == as._the timing would suggest In : fact,
on one ocCasidhi he pointedly asked whether Ri§~Y962 case offlcer

cash award may have been related to a report from another source
that some officers of the American Department of the Second Chief
Directorate had gotten cash awards for the recruitment of one or
more Americans in the U,.S. Embassy in Moscow around 1960 -- when
NOSENKO was in that Department. '

5. Claim to have Worked in Place for Us: NOSENKO has
repeatedly said that he fried_ eaxrnestly, .tlo.collect.every, bit of
information-he.. could for us_during-the-period between the 1962
geetings and hlS defectjion in 1964. He uses his written notes,
many of them on Small Scraps 6T paj paper to document this claim.
Vgg“ﬂgdglgggiy did not try to collect even the most 1n81gn1flcant
item of positive 1nterTf§€Eﬁ§mmgollthal or military, from hlS N
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many contacts, nor did he even bring out a clear fable of
Brganization for the First Chief Dlrectorate “which could be had
for the asking by a person in his position. The nearly 200
operational leads he so earnestly collected do not, insofar as’
our traces to date permit us to judge, contain the 1dent1ty of a
a&ngl? active agent with any current access to U, D0, OF NATO '
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6. Shift of Job Before Contact With Us: NOSENKO claimed to
. have transferred from the American Department to the Tourist

x‘fé SECRET

Showing a travel order for his use in the "search'" for CHEREPANOV) .

had received an award from the 1962 meetings with him. And the ;-
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Department in January 1962. According to knowledgeable sources,
a. provocation agent about to be put into contact with hostile e
intelligence would usually be removed from his job, partlcularly
if it was a relatively sensitive one, at least six months before
being sent out. This is the exact pattern in NOSENKO's biography:
he left (at least ostensibly) the section working against the
American Embassy just a month after GOLITSYN's defection (and
about the time planning for a provocation would have begun) and
moved to the Tourist Department, whose targets and methods are
less sensitive, more transitory -- and more numerous -- and whose
basic techniques had been well known to GOLITSYN, partly through
a detailed document GOLITSYN was known to have taken with him
from the Helsinki Residency. It is possible that NOSENKO did

not in fact move from- the First. Department as early as he claims.

7. Sourcing of Information: NOSENKO has provided information.
(1), from his own immediate vantage point in the Tourist Department,
and (2), which he has learned through other means. In the first
category we learned interesting details on methods and organization,
although their essence was already known from GOLITSYN; and a
mass of names and identifying data on agents and agent candldates
which he claims to be the totality of his Department's successes
and which turn out to be practically worthless to us or the KGB.
His own position, however, has enabled..NOSENKO to 1ay a role in
some more notoriocus events: the. OSWALD case, the KOTEN case, thgéa
BARGHOORN case, etc., which are of interest. But much of
NOSENKO's more interesting information came from outside his
immediate periphery. His accounts of how he got these other
items provide an interesting aspect of the bona fides problem,

, 8. As will be touched on again in this paper, NOSENKO has
info~m&£ﬁqgwwhlch&he has volunteered, often out of context,. .z
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ryafrg to get over fo us, as contrasﬁq '

'f'rough%quggxlog;ggg A51de from OSWALD, -
,«?owever practically every one of thesewwas
] Anccess, AR WAS OB TR HEd ™ fortuitously or
thﬂcug»wconvensat;gg§%wgth other case officerns.=Thiés=way of
getting information is normal and expectable. What is unusual .
about .NOSENKO.!s case is that his explanations are in every st such

casge. elther vague, coniused or unbellevable and he qulckly

ources. Almost every item that NOSENKO volunteered HAE an ‘
§EBI§§§EEi? source. A few examples are given in the paragraphs

elow,
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