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1. ln <lcco•·t!•u-.<:c with t;:c 1·.:::-;,u..:::;t c.! tho Deputy !:lrcctor 
o! Cer.tra.llntdli~c:;~~cc, ;.~•;;.ch.::u 1;; .;J. t.~.:.nc.-.:::.~·y wi.•h cc.r.ch.:.!#~o.:.:;; 

co:,cc•-n.lnJ the bona !iCes or ~"ur~i· lv~~ovic.l-. :-;U.J.i:~ll~O. S'*~­

concluoiono O'lro c.:.:n•;.ir.cci i:a 1; • ..: a:;;..::,·.::~.lry .::c:nce.r:.i:::~:; li"'V'-~·.-:.1 

tnz:.jor n:rcaa which vc rc ~ h·..::r;. ;:.;;it~~J.:::y cc..;~l.i l~crii.tio::L tn ; .:.;:: c-..::.;.~cr 

o! tho boo.a. Hl:.c& oi i'CC.S.;:;;,;:-~0. 

z. lnt.:l··..:a..::~J. in thio 1.:\.nnr-.;:.:.ry z.rc cv~ .. -..;·,;·:c:44!G concc~:::.~.~·:<~ 

couclu'*ionG ir. tho p•·~)Vil..;L..C u·..:r.D!;·,,~:;-y ~;-;d :ln ~:-;-.c>: COtl::;!;-.1~.:; :.,~c .. 
;uark.G on tl,.rQc ~:.:c;,.J.;:.at.! £i:~:..·j"'·c~.; rclatcC: :.c; t1lc ~O::i.i:!'\1~·:> <:...i~:.'!i:. 

j. In bri(;.£, l.~!c.i ~L·:·i;.;l~:..i:: .. ;-. v: ::·.i;.. ;:u:--.. .-...r . .-~~!'j" !t~ l~l::.t r"·.:, .. ::_:_:~<:-~0 
ill tJv" p.:::caon he cl.::..i.r.--.:; ;;o :;...,, t: .. :~ t.·:: l:<.-;ci hi::; c!.:dmc~i _pc..:;~~~c;::.J ~a 

t.bc 1\GE dudn:; 1')5.3- J•n·.u<ory !•;;.:,.:, n:.;:.t i\CVE:;:-:owa~> :l{..t ~•s· 

patched by the l·:c::;., <i..:..: t:.::.t ~;i:l ?:;<.;vic~.;.- H.::s z.;;:;.d ex:.~:,; c~.~.:.~c.::.;.: 

;;.ro nut .;o.ct•J.a.lly or r.:~tcri.ll c~~;r;.;; i.::;;:.ncc ;-.t tbi;) t~mc. 

Bruc.:: L. Solie 

.,'\.ttachrnent: 
Summary 
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::I. Su.--:-.:n~::-1' o: Dcv<:::o;:.:-.~ <::.~:> ••• XGSZ:\:KO Case S~r.ce 
30 Oc•oi:>cr l '1i.7 

=:r. A:-.a1yt~ca: Co;-::.r.-.<.::-.ta C.::.:-.cc::-;-.~.;; t:...:: 3o:la Fides o! Y~riy 

n ...-. 

Ivar.ovici-. XOSZXKO 

to be'! 

Co;-,cc:-:li~.~ i-~G.5 0,;-... ~:c.~.:.v:·:s, ?c:-:;o~al~:ics;r 4i::· • .:: 

Orgo.1~z.at:c:r. :-'\..:;a.s.:>:;..G.::-,.:y Cv~mer.suratc \'/itl~ !-::s 
Clea~n~cci KG3 Ca:re'17!:-? 

E. Can ti".c 1::-..io.-r..;;.•lor. :::-c:.::-r..:.s::-• .::c bj :.'\OSZX:'\0 be 
ConsiC.e:e~ :.r .. 7 (,~·J c....s ;..:;.\~::6 ~esul:eC. in 1-:a::\!:-:.c-: 
Damage to t:<le ~<G3 o:::.C./ c;: ~:as the ~or:n.atio:-.. 
Fu::n~siled ty XOSZX?:O 3ce:l of Signi!ica;:.t Bene::.:: 
to VI estern Ir.te!iitier .. ce? 

F. Is There Evider.ce of KG3 Deception or 11Givc-Aw.ay" 
in !nfo:rnat:on Fu:r;:.:s::c:c by XOSEXKO Which W .:::.~:c 
Vlarrant a Co:-.. cll;.sic;-. ~~-; XOSENKO was Dis?G.:c:=.ec 
by the :i.<GB? 
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G.. ...D ".t"".le:'l;- ;::viC:...· .. ~,;(!;~~ ~:. .. ·,::~ ... .:.;;.il v:· .:\;.~·/ c:·_c;:" '::y>e 

G~j'.!c~:,:i: ~_,,~;:ic:. (~0t.::~ .:;\:..:..ti:; ;-.. ~is?~l:c:l ci :\OSE?\i\.0 
i:..y ;.~~c :·:G:.; ~ ...... ~:.:~ :Jc .. ·.-.:~:..;,5iv~: to .SjJl!'-'.k Fr,::(~:·.i" to C:.-\ 
Cc,;.iccr;·.::.-.. ;; ::~.;; ;<:·.i\.J.\'/~0l~c;\! c~:.· ~:~i! :\.G3 atiC. ·.-.·;.:r..vut 
:\:CS~:\l~C' :;i:i;~g Giv0::--• .:;. S~.i~c~i~c ~~is.&io;-.. v-: ; ... :~~~:.v::.;,? 

H. 1s ::-~:.ere /\.n~-- Zv:L"~~~~,,. .. .;.-:-..~::.:; t::~ Co:-..~~acts vi :'\C3Z='::,:o ::· .. 
~ !jQ?.. 0:.'" i:: : ~:0·! v.·~\.::. C! .. :\ v.= ~:.:c .i(~:OV\V:{l to t: .. c :":u::, ?.::.0:.. .. 

bj· -.:· • .:! ~-:G:; :<.i::~4.:vc t0 :~:..5 :.::...:.:::.:..v~vr or KG::, O.:.jcc~iv~o.:s 

D~r~:-Jg ";~ .. cs~· Cv:~~~c.:J o:." .t\ . .::'-:r :-~~s Dei'~c~~c;·~? 

C.· :\OSE::,~O ;;~G ;'\ut Serv-..: ;.;:. t!·&c ... '\:r-d:l·icc::.n Err,J;.a.ssy Sc~l.iv:~ 
Throu~))Ut;~ ihc 1933 - : 9S5 J.">.:..:riod ~1.~ }ic c:a:.~~;i.(:.:! 

D. Dur;. . .-.g t1·,(~ ?\:!ric...:: l9SS - 1900, :~e \\·"Gs ~eith~:: a S'::-..;or 
Case OI~:.cer i:1, ~·-ur ::J~?\;ty C~:ci oi, the S..:~c:::..!'-. 
:Je?<:&. ~·~;T,\!;-.,t • ..:·._~· ... :(!rica;.:-3 ~~ ~ t~sh Cc:"':lr::-.. o~-.. \v co.:::. S cc~:.u:-:. 

Section nor a S.an~v::: o~·.:ice:::: or S·.-~.::ervisor 
Duri••;; ti-..e ?erio:i l.<to: - l9o2 ("ic) 

F. ~OS:S~KO' s c:a:.ms, ~.-~:at i:: 1962 Ee wo.s Cr.iei of t~1e 
Ar,•erical:-:2.:::-~tisil Cv:-::~cr..we;,.lt:1. Section a:::.d Was 
Thi!reafter a De::?v.ty C}l~cf of t'C~.e Sever..th De?ar'lJ.l'lGr,.t, 
A1·e Xo:. CreciiOle 

G. l\OS£);K0 Eas no Valici Cla:.rn to Certainty That t:he KGB 
Recruited ~o Arnc.ric~n En1bassy Personnel :3etl.vcen 
1953 and His Defection ir. 196~ 
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INTRODUC 7IO:-J 

The following summary and analysis is not intended to be 

all inclusive, that is to contain a specific comment on all organi-

zational, O?.erational, personality and case type information furnished 

by Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO. To attempt to do so would be repetitious 

and confusing to the reader and would not be of material benefit in the 

formation of logical conclusions concerning the rather limited areas of 

primary concern. 

This summarr will not contain a detailed psychological 

assessment of NOSEi\KO nor will it contain a recitation c! the numerous 

theories which have been pron1ul6atcd in the pa.st concerning v<:.rying 

aspects oi the NOSENKO case. This summary will be primarily 

directed toward the question of whether NOSE?\KO was or was not 

dispatched by the KGB, whether his claimed KGB car_ee_l" is relatively 

plausible and whether he has since late October 1967 been cooperative in ... 

a reassessment of the entire case for or against KOSENKO. NOSENKO 

has admitted certain lies and exaggerations in the past but claims that 

these we1·e of a. personal nature, intended to enhance his own importance 

I .. ~ 
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but not to mislead this Agency in an}' ma:erial matters oi an operatior.al 

or. policy nature. 

In orrler to avoid any misum!erstanding oi :he phrase ''bona 

!ides" a:; .:onsidered in this .summar}'• :1\"0SENKO will be judged ;>rimarily 

on whet;_,_· he volu::-.tarily defected to this Agency without KGB kno.tledge, 

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 NOSE:i\"KO is not a 

"ut..na !ide" defector. 

There is not an accurate standard or scale oi measurement 

against which information concerning NOSENKO can be balanced or 

correlateci to determine ii he is or is not a dispatched KGB officer. For 

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

considered pcrtin~nt has been compiled. Readers may diiier in regard to 

whether this arbitrary standard is a completely accurate standard, but it 

is felt that the information from ~OSENKO and information from other 

sources derived through independent investigation will permit the reader 

to assess the information in toto against any standard he considers 

appropriate. 

The previous summary on NOSENKO entitled, "The Exami-

nation of the Bona. Fides of a. KGB Defector, 11 has been considered in 

U001CC8 
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the p11'1irp&l'&tlon o( thh eummary. U wtll be comme-nted on ln part 

&wnm&ry will not lnc.h.ule a poU.t·by-point comp~r.rhon of aU area& of 

A podtivo doclelon {r. regard to NOSENKO baeed on ell 

t ) 

the NOSENKO n~&tt.er. 
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SU=-.~:,:;.R Y OF DEVELOPMENTS D1" :\OSE::'\KO CASE 

SI:':CL: 3J OCTOBER 1967 

Since 30 October 1967, interview~> with Yuriy Ivanovich NOSEXKO 

have been conducted by one individual not previously known ?ersona.lly to 

NOSEN'"tCO but who bas been aware of the NOSEKKO case since June 196Z. 

Interviews have been de.tailed and very extensive in scope, have 

been recorded and transcribed, and have covered the entire life and caree. 

of NOSENKO wit1wut regard to whe.ther a ?articular aspect had been 

covered during p.-evious interview or interviews, 

NOSE?,;:(~O. although naturally a:<>prll.!hcn;.ive during tne !irat few 

interviews, has been cooperative. has developP.d a reh.xerl «.ttitude, and 

the interviewer has noted no &ignificant reluctance to discuss any aspect 

o£ his life, career, or activities, On occasion NOSL:NKO has indicated a 

reluctance to mat-e positive statements in certain areas previously 

considered at a minimum extremely controversial. This reluctance 

was understandable and when it became apparent to NOSE::\'KO that the 

G001011 
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interviewer woulci r.c.ot clis?ule cr ciis;><Hage his st.;.tem<.:nu withCiut acicCiuate 

reason, tiais reluctance on th~ ::><.trt of ::\OSF.::'\KO, ir, ti-.e o;:>inion oi the 

intc rviewe r, totaiti• di:;appcar ~d. 

During the interviewir:;; ;>criod, p ... rticularly in the iirst six months, 

i~OSE:\KO material~y assisted ti·.e intcrview<:r by ?re;>;.rint; "i•r>roximately 

sixty memoranda on such diverse subjects as his li.!c, motivation ior de-

fection, in<lividual cc.ses, notes which he .furnished to CIA in l9C.~. KG.iJ 

organization, and KGB officer c..nd agent personalities. As an example 

of the scope of this work by :r\OSE::'\KO, .four of the memoranda included 

remarks concerning ap;>roxim;;.tely 875 KGB ofiicers, 100 KGB agents, 

3.5 GRU officers, and 400 other Soviet nationals. These lists were alpha-

beticali.y arranged and the above indicated coo;>eration oi ::\OSE:\KO has 

mc..terially assisted in the orga.1·.ization ancl evaluation o{ iniormation 

furnished by him during current interviews. 

Co.;>ies of transcripts of ~nterviews with :\OSE::'\KO and related 

memoranda. have been dissem:r.atcd to the FBI and the Cl Stafi. Special 

Agent Elbert Turner and Special Agent Jarr.es Wooten of the Washington 

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

and compilation o£ new or additional information and the FBI has inter-

viewed or reinterviewed a nwnber of United States citizens concerning 

whom NOSENKO has furnished pertinent information. 

G00iC12 
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bt. a<i.dltion, three profoutoneh from the SB Dlvblon have 

prct<riou bfonna.Uon from NOSENKO a.n.i eollaUon cf current 

NOSENKO. In addltlon, trarurcriptton.e ol certatn cth.crr parttc:ularly 
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"':"-.- ,..,_."""",._ .. ., ...... ""•n 111 

..;.,U ' ... ·,.-~..;,.~ J.J..,y J..'tt...,l"\ 

Subject i.e a ~0 :tear old ::o:rw.cr i\G3 Stfl.i':er vt,o defected ~o ti".e 
U.S. in :;.5164 ::X.. G<:.:.evr.. 

;; ·. ·. :·:C30<f.:D 

:-:r. Br..tc:e L. Solie o!' the: ~ccur!.t;r Rc.ccarch Starr has been de­
~-:· ;_cfir>3 ar.d ir.terrocnt!.:-.g 5ubjcc;; s::.r.ce Octo";;;cr :967 in order to 
z._·r..olve tt.c iss;.;.e • ... ::-.ct:·.c:." Subject ·"·::..s o. dis;-n.tcl:cd a.:;cm; o~ the :.;:;:a. 
::e r.a.e co~ucteci e. vast. s.:::.ount of :::-c:;co.rch and chcck!.r.e; lli.th Gourc.a& 
in o.n ei'!'ort to cou.:ol!.sh 'tLe vemci~:'f oi' Subject's st.atewents. · 

?U:"'-?OS'i'! ----

2. 'til1eti:.er s·.:o.;ect had il:.te.:.-;ict.ally g!:wcn ~~. Solie 
~ ta:ce i~~~tion. 

PROCED:..?.Z 

Subject vc.s e;i7en a polygro.r:-. ex&.:r..ina.tiou or. 2 ,\ut,--uGt. 1965 c.1; 
a Enfesite in tr.e Yic1:-.ity or l-ia:;hin.;;ton, D.c. ?he CY.D."r.ir'liltion \nlS 
co:-.ductcd in tr.e Zn,:;:iis:-. ~aneuu~:;e. Subject'G cc::-.p:-cner.r.ion and tr.e 
ability to ex-JreSo hi~scli' in ErL£;:is~ ~as co~pletely adeq~te for 
!JU..j)O:lCS 0"!: j?Oj_j't;r"5.;:h -..eating, S· .. ;."::_>~<.::Ct 'lO.G CO::L)~ete:i.:,• COC:;Jero"t;iYe 
in all respects. Suoject displa;r~~ LO cvasive~ess a~ appeareu to 
be co;npletel;/ :;;'~ w~er.ever he "us c:;.uestioned or gave info:r:-...ation 
on a topic. 

7he followin.; relevant questio..s were asM:d duriD(; the first t.est: 

Is you:r true Da.:::e Yurly Ivanovich (;"OSEI\KO? Yes. 

Were you bor.l in t:...e year 1927? Yes. 

Besides the k:ierlct.=161 did you tell anyone else about your 
intention to detect1 No. 
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I!!::J ~ 671, . 
?&.;:;_<: C! 

:..;;.d you ever te:A.i. £Lr.;,to:.e in the r..:;;; abou;; ;ro·w: contac-t; wit'h 
/.;~~.u.:.car. Inte:A.llt;~r.ce~ :;o •. 

.• c~-e you (;iver. ir,::;tr.4::tior.s by t:r.~ i:GL> to ,:;e-.. !.n cor.tact vitG. 
/..werican Intelllgcr.ce7 :;o. 

:-:c.:c :,·ou tolci by tl~~ ;{G.J to defect ir. crocr to ca.rrJ out e.n 
Ir.tei..:Ligcnce t:o.issiori7 i:o. 

fo::..lov.:.ne; relc-.n:.r.t c;.uestions ·.:ere u!:iE.CC. C.urin.-; t:r.e Gecor.d test: 

Did ~:r.c KG3 uctUAl~ scr~ a. co~.~catio~ :or your recall to 
t:f.e US.')it on the Ga;{ Of ;{OUr dCi'I.:Ci:.iOr.'l .,.;.., 

::l!d ::rou actually travel to Gorf.i;{ in :;ove;;;:.ber :i.963 to hunt for 
CiiLrtL?l.:·:OV1 Yes. 

Are :~ou dclibcrs.tel::r vitr~oldi~ rrcw us ar~ in:o~tion about 
the KG!I rec:r.J.it;::.ent of /-::.cricans'l ::o. 

\¥ere you the rc<>~onsib:A.e Cace C!"!"icer ror .;o:-~ Abidian in l96o-61? 
Yes. 

~id you ever b~ve tucerc~lozis? Yeo. 

o:.::r.e :follo'>lill,3 rele·ro.,.t c;.ueations \o'e~ r..s<~cl on test three: 

=>:i.d you serve in :;a."rJ Intellic:;ence :::'rom 1~51 to 19537 Yes. 

Was Snv":aTI\ in the USSR d1.<ring the j;>erloC. 1957 to 19591 Yea, 

'i:'o t:Oe best of your f.r.o·.t:!.etlcc 1 \r-ere you in the Seventh 
Deps.rt::lent at thl.e tir;.c? Yes. 

Di<i you telephone the GRI1 about Sillffim a.t this til:le? Yes, 

".i.'o tG.e best ot your lmovlede;e, \laS ?OPOV eow::i,lrowised because 
of the letter ¥.r. fl'i:.ters ...ailed? Yes. 

.• 

• 

·-----
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:.:) {)".•t •. 
?u.;;.c.-j 

':'o 7.-fac bcut o!" your j~~6:·J:.·:~~c, "-~:'l:; ~·~:;:-:u·,'~3~·:::;:";;.' c:vo.:;cc.i. t.o the 
::::;:1 bccauue o!" the t 1.::;:; c-....AV~ii..i..r.~cc 0;:1 t.i•e :0:-.:.·.;.!.cn ::.z·:oass:(l 
::ct.. 

~:~.:; t.;~~~ arr:.l t:J..:;:i.ca.d;:.;~,:; :::.:or ... :aticr. in t~',.C ~otcu you· .. brougr,t 
out fro=. tr.e Soviet. ;;::..;;.c:.:: ;:o. 

D!.u you inter.tioo.o.lly e;.;a.::;ocrote ycur ~r.;;or.al s.ssocie.t!.on 'W'itb. 
C;:tW;.;;ov'l :;o. 

Subject's pol:mroph tc::.; rci'i..cctcd r.o ~;;:.:7J.:icr.nt rcr>ponscG ir.dica.tive 
Oi" dccc:;>tion rczaroinc tl:.C :-~i..'.:!Val"At <;,uc::.tior.s U.:>~lci, ::o i"urt.hcr j;!Olj"i;I"C•?A 
tca:;ts ~·ere 00.-...l.r.la:;tcrcd o:::~ -:-.::-..!..;; <i..ntc bccauce the c::m•1:r.er ciiQ. not \tnnt to 
:·.m t:~c rio::t o: fatigue nc-:-.-..::..r~ in o.r.d thus ?QSsibA;/ ce.~si~ adrcr.alln 
exr.aust.ion. 

?oA;/c:;ra:>h te~;tir.g 'I.-as r.::s-..;.;::.cC. on 6 A~-:;u&t 1968. Zr.o fouov'....ne; 
rcleva::.t. <;.uesticr.s vcrc as~:cd C;;J. tc::;t i'olU": 

(.... ..... 

-.. ·~ 

·• ~ 

\-iere you e. i<GB of!'lccr !"~ ;.953 to i..$161.7 Yes, . 

t,.:erc you only a Cu.ptaU. at tr.is titc7 Yes. 

;;c re you c.n of :icer in t.:W.e U.S. E:::.bo.ss;r Sec :.!.on !'re:n l-:S.rch 
1Q53 to :-~y 19557 Yes. 

In 1958 and 1959 ·.tere yc·..o tr.c ~~;;.y Cl;!.c: of the /.werlca.n­
i3ritisr.-co.r.&.d.io.n Secticr. in the Sever;th U.::partzem;7 Yes. 

:trro Js.r .. ua.ry l9o0 to :::.C::e:::oer 1961 \:ere y;;u tr.e Dc?ut:: to tC.e 
Chief o!' the First Section o!' the First ;:;.~~~ent7 Yes. 

:trot: Janua.r:r to Jul;r 19c2 -.:ere you the Cr.!.ei' or the :tirst Section 
of the Seventh Depo.~en~: Yes. 

iicrc you an officer in 't':::e Firc;t Section, First Depo.rtx::.ent1 SCD1 
&t the tiwe of the St~ opers.tio;;J. o..;;ainst :ile:r.scn1 :.:ule and 
Stroud? Yes, 

0001017 
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J :\,") ·il 67:..21 
?.:.;;e 4 

1C""P:J : • t:'T"' 

Since 1953 do yc.a :I.Lo".. o.:' r.:::y o~r.er ::GJ rccru.~t.:.<::;:;:.s in tile 
hlcrican E;:;bass:r beoiue:; ;.;;;;;-;;;;{ c..r.<i iii:U/"1D? .. c. 

•I. 

llv.vc you told us the ccr.:.:;>lete truth ubout. your i'.z.;.:; co.rcer? Yes • . 
Did you intcn~iorAlly cxa~c~tc your ~r:;or~l i~vo~ve~cnt in 
co.:;es in 1962 o..-.d. 1964 in o:n::.cr t.o mo:...::a~ UG~ i;o. 

Did you 1ntcntiooo.lly gi vc UG V..;;( fl4loc opcro.tiooo.~ 
ini'o:rr.at1on7 ;;o. 

Did ca::n..•..:;ov o::cr you tt-.c :;>ouition oi" Deputy Chie!' oi" tile 
First Dc?Oortwcnt: Yeo. 

~-las &n OrUCX' &Ct\l.'llly pr'C:;'<'-::'Cd :£l:::'O~Oti:1y you to :Lle:;>~.;.ty to the 
Chief of the rirs~ Dcpart.;~c:.;;1 YcG. 

In early 1960 c:::.c c:u~.:;ov -;ell you ti•;J.t your :pri.;::;.a.q rcs.;_>on&ibilit:r 
was to •or~ n~a:!.nst /~cr~can Code C~cr~r.? Yes. 

other tho..• yo:J. ;;.cntioned, r.::"C you h!.dint:; aey otr.er reasons .for 
your O.cfectio;:-.7 i;o. 

Are you deli"uentcly vitr.i-,:):c.::.ng nrv i:ll'or-..:.ation c:. any foreigners 
recruited by t::.e :-cv:a? ~-:o. 

'7nc iollov.i.r..:; re:evant c;_uc;;tions were ns:~ed on tes; six: 

Did you enter t1:.e KG:a throw,:;h the ir..i'lucnce of Ge:::.erol ::OOGA:l..\4\' 
KO"JiJ~V? Yes. 

Did you succeed DAKh"VALOV as ~uty Cnief of the 7irot Section? 
Yes. 

Did CrtY~'OV succeed you as Deputy Cr~er or the 7irst Section? 
Yea. 

· \lcre the ~:..:\OV papers ;mssed to the Al;.erlca.n.& 'With KGB 
ltnovleQ.se? No. · 

v 
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'.:'o · . .:~o...,lcdGC VU.u there ur.y t~i.o::.cnc.;.;.r.z; ir..for.uat.ion in the 
c;~'--' ; . .;;:.N A!!\Pers? ::o. 

~>.:~.s there o. cn.i>le so:!;-;:. to Ccr.c ... a. :or :~o;:. to a.Gs:l.iit ,o..;..r:,"i;.t;;:_;v 
in the aL"ul7SKIY C&sc7 Yes. 

Did yo;;. ;&>eroor.a.i..L:/ u.a/.e r.r. u~)~rooch to iG:."YS:i:'-3 at the &·:oacov 
Airi)ort7 Yes. 

~he. i"oi..loving re:evar.t Cf.\A.eotiono vcre o.s~~cd. on test oeven: 

Did you e.ct\llll::..y reviev the XCil :nc on o::;~;:,:.:n Yea. 

Did IZZ FJ..rtVZ! OS\·1t.r.:> receive o.cy KGB tro.:l.r.iDg or o.ssic;ur.ente? 
No. 

Here there any lliicrophones installed in the ~:orth ...-::.ng ot the 
U.S. nr.oausy ::.a :·~oscov7 4\o. 

1rlas the reviev or u:J.cro.:;:>i1onc reports or.e oi" your duties in 
1960-611 Yeo, 

Are you vi thho::..dine; u.ny ini."o:r...n.tion :mo•.r.J. t:o you cc::.ccrn.ing 
i:G3 tac:'op:;ones or ei..ect:::-onic o.cti vi t;r o..:;:::.:l.n;;t the ti. S. 
:U:.ioo.ss;r'l ;;o. 

Defore yo·.1r official tranc!'cr to ;;he Seventh Depo.rt::.':!nt did. 
you read the surveill~~~c re~ort on the vic::.t of AO~~L&; 
to rusrua;; streel;? Ye:;, 

Did you personally cor~uct a. certain ir.vc&tigc.tion of S;i/.XOV 
in 1962 in Geneva? Yes. 

\<las the ra.r.:t of Lieute::;an.t Coloc.el on your travel O.ocu;:;ent 
to GOLtG:Y o:-.q e. t:.istai<e by 4G..S;;:?!!:i\OV'l Ics. 

The folloving rele,~.t c;.ucstions ~ere as~ed on test eight: 

"iihile in the u.s. EQbasGy Section did you obtain a tY,?evriter 
for BOnO:>:;::~ for the j?::'e:i)a.ration o'! a. letter ·to ·m.~ c~ H & 

SMI'.i'""rl? Yes. 

G001019 
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::>.:..d :fO"J. rcn~ ·~~-.·~ o: .... .:c:;,H:;.. ;-c~"'u~·.; o L ~~-.;:~v; ,\~0'/ on i'.!.o cor,t&ct, 
\lith Ui:;:~a or .. r.. tru~u l ... rc. .. , ;;~ iG~r.~<i 'to :.:oaco~7 ~ca. 

J,;:c j*'OU ::..r.tcr,t!.o~ .. t.: ~:; ...:.i ~:·~~~>:i:~:: ~ .t..:,' ~:-:o .... ,;.,::\tiora ':oncct'"Iiir.J 
i{i:i:O i;r,o".l:;,cc;';,:;e 0~ C:A ?C:."oC'i.;:-.c:;, ::..-. ;.:o&CO".I'l ;\o, 

:;:r; ti•crc tlr•'J ;,o;;u.i."..i::.::..::. -;.;r ·,,.::..;; ·,;·,c ;(l,il .,.ou:' 6.i&:;><-t.ci& o.n o!'.:'ice:: 
r.o o.c::cct to t.i-..:l /o~;-.ericr.r.c;-: :~o. 

Sub~cct 's :;>o::.:r.:;rt.?h te&t o: o l.-...:,"\.i.Gt :.1/.e-..r.:.&e re:::eot.ed r..o 
i~~icntioue o~ Gece~~~o~. 

cc~:cu;::;:;:o:: 

Duncd solely on tbc overall n~~::..yai& o: Sub~cct's polygraph 
tcGtBI it iii the o:;>:.:.Mior. o: t:r.e \.;.;;~~Cl'G,;_:,::.1cGo ti".nt ·~(,c Su'o~CC't Lll.S 

~ccn Gubota.Lvir.~~ 't::'~'-{~'\;;.. :=.~ u.r..u·..-'!r;.;.~-.~ "'t:.i".o rc~evur.t (i\.4Cat1ons 
o.a:.te,. -··-----·- ···-··· -----
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YUR!Y !VA.:\OV:CH XOSE:'\KO 

As indicated in the il.trociuction to tniF summary, ir.iormation in 

regard to Yuriy ~vanovid-, XOSEXt:O will be cor.&iciered aga~nst an arbi-

trary out realistic list o:f c.re.:.s cor.sicerec ::-•:rtinent to the question of 

whether XOSEXKO voluntar~y defected to tl.;s Agency witilout KGB 

knowledge, and whether hia 1962. o::.nd early l. 964 contacts with repreaer.• ... 

atives of this Agency were known to ti-.e KGB. 

It was noted that rr.otivation ar.d certain other pertinent aspects 

would also be considered out that i•is admitted previous lies and exag-

geratior.& would r~ot per se warrant a conclusion ti-.at KOSEXKO is not a 

"bona fide defector." 

The following is a list of the areas considered pertinent and which 

are being given specific consideration. Attached is a separate section 

containing remarks in regard to the cesignated areas oi A- H. 

A. Is XOSEXKO ~de:r:.tical to tc.e person whom he claims 

to be? 

B. Is the claimed KGB career of NOSE!\KO plausible? 

. ()001022 
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..... 

C. ila& :>:OS:C::A\:i<O given an acce:;>t.a.ble explanation of 

his motivation in contacting CIA in 1962. and !or i-.is 

defection in 1964? 

D. Is ti.e iciormation !urnis~cd by A\:OSEXKO to CIA 

concerning KGB operations, perso;.alities, and organi-

zation reasonably commensurate with his claimed i<GB 

career? 

E. Can the irJ'ormation furnished by ~OSE?\KO be con-

sidered ir. toto as having resulted in material damage 

to the KGB and/or has the information furnished by 

NOSEX:i:<O been o£ significant benefit to W' estern Intelli-

gence? 

F. Is there evidence of KGB decct:~tion or "give away 11 in 

information furnished by NOSEXKO which would warrant 

a conclusion that l'I<OSEXKO was dispatched by the KGB? 

G. Is there evidence o! a political or any other type objective 

.<~ which could justify a ciispatch oi XOSEA\:KO by the KGB 

with permission to s:;>eak freely to CIA concerning his 

k.."lowledge o! the KGB and without NOSE?\KO being given 

a specific mission or missions? 

G0Ui02J 
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H. Is there any evidence that the contacts o! XOSEJ\:KO 

in 196Z or in 196-" v:itn CIA were knovm to the KGB 

prior to his defection or that J\:OSE~KO was e\•er briefed 

by the KGB relative to his behavior or KGB objectives 

durint: these contacts or after his defection? 

.:.; 
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A. Is :'\OSE~.:Ko identical to the ?erson ·.dwm he claims to be? 

During interviews :ii:OSE:'\KO has furnished detailed information in regard 

to his family, his activities as a you:h, the schools he attended, assoc-

iates of his father and r.10ther, and his own associates, The period 

under consideration in this section is ti".e period ?receding his entry 

into tne First Department, Second Cniei Directorate, MVD, ·in mid-

Mc;.rch 1953. 

Information furnished by ~OSE:ii:KO concerning his father and 

mother and his earl~· life, together with other information such as a 

comparison of photographs of NOSE:t\KO and a photograph of his father 

and cc.nfirmed travel of his mother to Western Europe in 1956 with 

Madame KOSYGE\A, conclusively establish that he is Yuriy lvanovich 

_NOSE;,KO, the son of Ivan Isidorovich 1'\0SE;:..;Ko, the Minister of Ship-

building in the USSR prior to his death in 1956. This is also sati&iactorily 

supported by personal-type information furnished oy ~OSENKO concern-

... 
ing other associates of his father and mother. 

Since, as indicated above, there is considered to be no doubt 

that Yuriy Ivc:.novich 1'\0SE~KO i~ the son of the former Minister of 

Shipbuilding, a detailed study of his life prior to 1945 (age 18) is of 
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li.alc or no value in asscssir•t; t.:-.~ 1-,ona fides tor non-bona. iidcs c..i 

=-~osE:-..:Ko. An CX¥)05C of his youtiaiul ir.ciscrctions, oi wnich he r.a.s 

;,dmitteci a numLer, is of no im;:iort in a. discussion oi \\'h<:thcr ;\CS:C:::'\KO 

}-.and ir..iormation in regard to :\OSE;\KQ i.Jefc.ore 19.;5 woul<i be of 

negligible value, but there actually is SU?;>orting iniormalion from 

:-,;ikolay ARTA:V.O:\OV, a defector from the Soviet :K.:.vy, concerr..ing 

the claimed attendance by ~OSE::\KO at a military-naval preparatory 

school in Leningrad. 

NOSEA'KO, during current interviews, has stateci that he grad-

) uated from the Institute o! International Relations in 1950 and had 

attended the Institute since 1945. He has ex;>lained that he shoU.:<i have 

graciuc.ted in 19~9 since it was a four-year course, but iailed the iinal 

examination in Marxism and therefore was required to attend the :::nstitutc 

!or a. lo::.ger period of time anci again take his final examinations. 

Based on iniormatior. furnished by :\OSE:\KO concernin.; co-

students and the Institute, there is no reason to doubt that he actually 

attended and graciuc.ted from tl.e Institute of International Relatiocs in 

1950, The previous controversr in this matter was complicated by 

:-,;osEXKO who, in 1964 after his defection, stated in a biography that 

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

2. 
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by XOSE>\'i<O in 1964 resulted in cor.ilicting information sh·.ce ::'\OSEXi<O 

on 9 June 19oZ during his iirst contact with ClA had stated that he 

"completed the Institute of International Relations in 1950." XOSEXKO 

has given the cxplanat:on that he changed the date of his graduc.tion to 

19.;9 because he did not wish to admit that he had iailed to graC:.uate in 

1%9. NOSENKO explaineu that this change in his date of graduation 

caused him to pre-date his actual entry into Navy Intelliger.ce to 1950 

instead of 1951 and h~s actual entr;· into the KGB from 1953 to 1952. 

The abo'l.·e action by 1'\0SEXKO is included in what NOSEXKO has 

characterized as his "stupid blunders. 11 The latter is a rather apt 

characterization of his now admitted lies and exaggerations but is not 

evidence that NOSEXKO was dispatched by the KGB. It is evidence oi 

a certain personality trait of XOSEXKO who has in the past by his own 

admission tended to enho.nce hi5 importance and astuteness b:{ gra?hically 

portraying his personal participation in KGB activities concerning which 

he had knowledge but did not personally partici?ate. 

The claimed service of XOSENKO 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 

3 
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time are contained in a separate section of this summary, but it is 

considered that the recent interviews oi i:\OSE:i\KO ;;atisfactorily sub-

st<tntiate his clai.m.ed service in i\avy Inte}ligence during March 1951 

· to early 1953. 

Att<r.cc.ed is a typed copy of a handwritten memoramhun com?leted 

by i\OSE:;\;KO on 31 October 1967. This is a biographical statement con-

cerning his life and KGB carc'!r. :;\;o effort has been made to correct 

grammatical errors or spelling since to do so would be in conflict with 

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

NOSE~KO an opportunity to recvunt his life and activities to permit a re-
~·· ...... 

examination of t.~e entire case. The comprehension and fluency of 

~OSEi'<KO in tne English l<anguage was adequate for interview pur;Joses 

in Octob.er 19l.>i ;,r;.d both have materially improved since tha.t time. 

31 October 196 7 ~1ave not indicated any material discrepancies with the 

statemer.ts oi ~05:C::Ni<O in the attached memorandum. One change that .. 
has been n"iade by NOSE::\KO is that he now dates his transfer from the 

First Department, Second Cilief 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 
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... ·.:· 

(personnel evaluation) was prepared on ;:\QSENL<O in March - April 

1955 rather !.Alan }.'.c.y - June 1955, Since the unsatisfactory perE:onncl 

report wa& directly related to 1".: .. tr<:.nt>icr to the Seventh Department, 

neither of tile above changes arc considered to be of a significant nature, 

An ~Hort has been made during current interviews to differcnti.,te b<:-tween 

errors due to faulty memory and discrepancies indicative of deception by 

NOSENL<O. 

Attachment: 

I . 

ll Oct 67 Memo 

"'.....::: ·-~ .... · .. :; ........ --~--~:~:-_;;-~'"'"~·:-·-;!. •. •.:·' •. 
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Operational Memo # 1:1:-2. 

SUBJECT: ~QSE;:..;Ko, Yuri Ivanovich 

The following i;; a ty;)eci copy of a. handwritten memorandum. 
furnished by Subject on 31 October 1967, following a request on 
30 October 1967: 

I, NOSENKO, George, was born 30 October 192.7 in the city 

Nieolaev, Ukraine. 

My family: the father - ~OSENKO, Ivan, b. 1902., was working 

at the shipbuilding plant and studied at the shipbuilding institute, which 

ne finished in 192.8; the mother - ~OSE:;o.;Ko, Tamara (nee MARKOVSKI), 

b. 1908, a housewife; the brother - 1'\0SE!\KO, Vladimir, b. 1944, a 

otudent. 

In Sep~ember 1934 I began to studr in file school {0 cl<1esj but 

studied a short period oi time because in October with the mother went 

in Leningrad where the fatr.er was working at the shipbuilding plant, 

"Sudsmech11 from summer 1934. In Nicolaev I was living at. the Street 

Nicolski 7. All relatives of my family were living also in Nicolaev, 

1n 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 

-........ :--... . 
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1938 I studied at the schools, which were close to my places o! living. 

In 1938 the !ather bt"gan to ·work in :O.~oAcow and aeon I with tile mother 

went to live in Moscow in ti1c end of ti1is year. 

In Moscow we were living at t'hc St. Seraiimovich, 2.. Here 

I was continuing to study at the school 585 (St. h. Polianka). In 1941 

I finished 6th class and went with parent!< to rest to tile south (Sochi) 

but soon began the war and we returned in ~ioscow. 

In October 1941 I with my mother went in the evacuation in 

Cheliabinsk (Ural), where I iinished 7th class in spring 1942.. In 

.'"' Cheliabinsk I lived in the poaelok ChTZ, bei:.g there I tried to run to 
I 

the front with my playfellow BUSKO, but we were caught ana returned 

horne. In 1942 (sumrner) I went with the rr.other in city Gorit.i and in 

July-August we returned in Moscow, 

In August I entered in the Moscowite military-navy ,;pecial 

school, which was evacuated in Kuibyshev, where I iinisheci 8th clae& 

in summer 1943 and after that I arrived on a leave in Moscow. This .. 
. school muet be evacuated from Kuibyshev in Achinsk (Siberia) and I 

did not want to go there. With the help of father I was acce?ted in the 

Baku1s military-navy preparatory school and in August went in Baku, 

w.here I was studybg at the second course (9ili clan). !n this school 

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

2 ·00Ui032 .. ..... ~ 
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after that I run with a friend (i'tADCHE:..;Ko) home in Moscow (January 

194~). In :...r.oacow I studied <tt the cours cs (Russian woro), finished 

9th class and was accc:;>ted again in the military-r.avy preparatory 

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

Leningrad. 

All cadets of this school were sent to forest (about ZOO km. 

from Leningraci) to pre?C-re wood for winter, where we have been two 

months. In November I wounded by chance the left hand and was put 

in the navy hospital. When I was in the hospital I decide< 10t to return 

in the school but to finish lOth class in Leningrad about what I have 

written a letter to my father asking his help and agreement with such 

my dec~sion. With the nclp of the father 'a friends I qui ted with the ecnool 

and entered in the shipbuilciing college on the second course in January 

1945 ana studied there till tile end of 1\·~ay. The WWil finished and I 

decided to re!;urn to Moscow. The director of the shipbuilding college 

had given me a c:iocument that I studied in this college at the second 

course and iinished this course (though I was not ;>as sing exams). :u-. 

Leningrad I was living in the·hoatel of this college {St. Tolmachev). 

In May 1945 I arrived in Moscow and was living with parents 

(St. Granoveki, 3). 

3 0001033 
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In surruner 1945 there was created the institute of the inter• 

national relations in tl.oscow ar.c: in July I entered in this institute. 

In ~ uly my father wer.t in Gennany with the group of er.gineers 

and he took me (I received a terc.,wrary ra.nk of a. senior lieuter.;;;.nt, 

documents and a uniform). 

In 19 ... 5-1950 I studied at the institute. In 1946 I ar:'i'•a.inted · 

with a girl- Si>if,;.;.;O\' FLAVIA, stuuent oi the medicine inb''··''.e. I 

was in close r•·.:.::ons with t'his girl, because of the pregnane)' :L married 

her and she ma,i c an abort. My ?a rents were against the marriage and 

we did not live together and we soon divorced. In the end o£ 194o I was 

acquainted with Telegin AUGvS7INE and was going to marry her, re• 

ceiv~d a Hat in 1947 (St. Mira- former 1st Uecychckad, l6Z/17<;). In 

November her father, Gcr.eral TELEGIA':, \vas arrested, but I ma1·ried -~-

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

relations witi1 the brother, and the child-girl was born with pat:nological 

changes. I was not the !ather of this child. After that I broke with her 

and we were living separately (end of 19~8 - beginning 1949). 

In spring 1950 before state exams in the institute was working 

the commiuion, which was dealing with future works of the students of 

my 5th course. l expressed a wish to wor;.o; in any military organization 

4 
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and soon I was invited to visit personnel department of MGB (Ministry 

of State Security). But MGB did not accept me. After that with the 

help of the father I began to deal witi1 the ;:->ersonnel department of the 

intelligence of the ministr:; o! military navy concerning my future work. 

Passing state exams I failed Marxism-Leninism and with a 

group of fails I was passing state exams once more. In October 1950 

I finished the institute and received a diploma. 

I was accepted in the navy intelligence in the 13 of March 1951 

and in March 17 went by a train to Soviet Harbour (inteiligcnce of 7th 

Fleet, as an interpreter of the information department), Before going 

to the Far East I began my divorce with the former wife. 

At the end of A?ril 1952. I went on a leave in Moscow, Immediately 

after returning in Moscow I had a blood cough out, l1 the middle oi May 

1 went: to a tuberculous sanatoriuzn not far !rom Moscow, In July I 

fir..ished my treatment and returned in :;..{oscow. Because of the health 

I could rwt return back to the Fa1· East and th"-e personnel <iepartment oi 

the navy intelligence "sen:: me to Baltic Sea (as a senior interpreter oi 

the navy intelligence poir.t oi t:he intelligence o£ 4th Fleet - in Sovietsk, 

Ka.liningrad's district), 

When 1 studied at the institute I as all the students received a 

rank of junio~ lieutenant of administrative service after finishing the 

i. 
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seco:nd course in 1947, In 1951 the ministry of navy nad given me also 

the rank of junior lieutenant when I W<.ls accepted in the navy intelligence. 

ln Se?tember-October 1952 I received a rank of licutcnan •• 

In Soviete:rt the \vork was not interested and for me it was nothing 

to do. Besides this ti1c ,~;:;;,·.te was not good for my health anci I dcci~ed 

to change the job. Witi> : ·· purpose beiorc new year at the end of 195l 

I took a leave and went to :.~oscow. January l I was with my parents 

at the evening }:'arty at the cottage of General MGB KOBULOV, whom I 

did not know before, but I knew his son-in-law Vahrushev Vasili - a 

former student and my !r~end. I told him about my job and that now I 
: _) 

was thinking about change of the job. KOBULOV was speaking with me 

on this theme and propose we work and his help in .1'-.~GB, but nothing 

mo·re definite was saici about my work. This month I reported to the 

head of the personnel department of the navy intelligence KALOS£11N 

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

In the end o£ January I went again in the tuberculous sanatorium, 

where I was in.l95Z. In the days of funeral of STALIN I has come to 

Moscow and visited the ministry where my father was working. There 

I have seen General KOBULOV who has come to the {ather and he said 

that he would setUe my question concerning my job, After several days 

u· in the middle of March I have received a telephone call from MVD to 
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come to KOBU.i...OV. There I have spent about two hours in there-

ception room of KOBULOV, but he was too busy and his assistant 

SA VI7SKI sent me to the Dct-mly of tl1c Ci1ici oi the Second Directory 

SHUB:l\1AI<OV, who told me ti:.at there was signed an order ami I was 

· acc-epted in th~. 1 department of 2. ·. ;.:•::[ :'rectory as a case officer. 

SHUBNIAKOV invited the deputy ui \i1e chief of 1 department GORBA7E~KO . . 
{who was acting as the chief of l Dc..,artmcnt because the chiei o! tne 

department KOSLOV, Anatoli, was appointed to the special department 

o! extraordinarily aiiairs (investigation) ). SHUBNIAKOV and 

GORBATENKO said to me that I would be working in the l section of 

the clepartn&ent. Then l with GORBATE~KO went to the 1 department, 

was c.cc.uaintcd with the chief of section KOSLOV, Veniamin. I<OSLOV 

told me tr.at I will be working a5ainst the American cor respondents, 

ahowed lYte roorrA, my desk and a.cql;aintcd \'.·ith the officers, \'!ho \•.ter~ 

working in this room: KUTiREV, RACOVSKI, GROMOV and TO:KMOSOV. 

The last o!!icer must give ,files on the correspondents and agents. 1 

was said to come neKt day and began to work. 

When I waa resting in the tuberculous sana.torium I acquainted 

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

aud in June 1953 we married. Before it I was living with my parents 

I:J at St. Gorky, 9; bv.t after marriage was living with the wife at 

. . · . 
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St. Sarafimovich, 2. (the flat oi her ?a.rcnts). In 1955 1 received a flat 

at St. ~arodnya, 13, where waa ~iving witi1 my iamily, 

In 1954 I contracted a ciiscase (gonorrhea) and on the arlvice 

of the friend lVA~"OV went to medic point at St, Ncgliunya. Doctore 

asked to show a document, I had with me only MVD certiiicate and an 

operative passport and showed them the passport. Doctors had given 

me a treatment, after t!1at twice they made testa and asked to come once 

more, but I did not come. They wanted to see once more and sent a 

letter to the place of work, which was written in the passport. 7ne 

plant with MVD found out about it, The dc;mty of the chief, SHli:OA\"1.AKOV, 

was speaking with me, I had written my exp~anation, and punisned by the 

chief of the 2 directory, FEDOTOV- 15 clays of arrest. Ti1e komsomol 1s 

organization also puniehed me. I received~ strict reprimand and was 

. · freed of the head of komsomol's organization of the Z chief director. 

I was a member oi komsomol's organizationfrom October 1943. 

In the end of 1954 before leaving komsomol (because oi"'age) tile ~omsomol 

organization of KGB took of£ this strict reprimand. 

.'.• 

.~ 
In 1955 on all officers oi the 2 chief directorr were written 

' 
characterizations {May-June). In my characterization was written that 

I did not appropria.~e to the 1 department Z chief directory. In June-

.v July I was appointed to the 7 department Z chief directory a.e a. case 

· ... 0001038 
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officer of 2. section. 7his section \•:as new created (the work against. 

tourists). Toe chief oi 7 department - PER:F.a . .IEV, the chief oi the 

2 section - GUSKOV. 

In 1956 1 was accepted as a candidate in the Communist Party, 

soon .received a rank oi a senior lieutenant and got a promotion • a 

senior car~' c-fiicer. 

h. : ·~:i7 I was accepted in the Party as a member. · 

' ln Au gust 195 6 my father died. 

ln 1957 or 1958 I was j)romoted a deputy chief of 2. section. ln 

7th department I was working till 19o0 and in January 1960 was sent to 

work <u; a deputy chie! oi the 1 section in the 1 department 2. ci-.ie.£ 

directory (chief of the l departmcr.t, £{LlPlN, Vlad., chief of the 

l section - KOVSHUK). 

My family \'l.'a.s consist oi tC.e wife anci two daughters: Oksana, 

born in 1954, and Tamara, born in 1958. Oksana was ill {hroncnial 

aath ... -na) from 1957 a:r.d almost every year till ~963 2-3 months was in 

hospitals. In 1960 I"was thinking about change (tempol"ary) place of 

living and there was a possibility to go to wo.rk in 2. departments KGB 

in Lvov and Odessa. But there was another question if I go from Moscow 

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

2. department, PIATROVSKl, proposed to me to go to work in Ethiopia 

'-· 
9 
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(counter-intelligence wor~ arr.ong So'l(iet spedalists in Ethiopia). The l 

I 

chief of Z chief directory agreed a;1d tile question was almost decided 
~· 
~· 

but in the last moment the ;>ersonnel cic,);,rtmcnt of KGB did not agree, 

'The reasons were the case of. 1954 (i~;;;• •· ;~ud use of the passport for 

"cover) and a checking in the place oi ll:f ,iving (some of agents re:;:>ort 

that drink and on this base h;,ve c;.m.rrcls with the wife). 

l was working in the 1 dc:;:>artment till l96Z. In January 196Z 

1 was appointed again in· the 7 department as the chief c,! the 1 section 

{v·ork against tourists from the tiSA and Canada). 

In December 1959 1 got ;, rank oi a captain, 

When I began to wor~ in the 7 department I knew that soon I 

~ust be :;:>romoted ii deputy cc.ief of the department, when would free 

a place -the deputy <:nid of department BALDIN wa" preparing; to go 

to work in E9Stern Germany. 

In July 1962 1 was a.ppoint<.:d the deputy chief of 7 department 

(the chle! of the department was CI-iEL?·;OKOV) ami here I was working 

till January 18, 1964. 

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

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

KGB at St. Kiselni. 

10 OOOi().clO 
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Five times I was sent abroad: .:.0 1957 I was in England with a 

L' port delegation; in 1958 was again in Er.g:i.and with a aport cielegation; 

in A 960 I was in Cuba with a delcgo:.tion oi. specialists of nickel industq•; . 

in 1961 I was sent in Bul:::aria with ti1e ain1. to help to 1 ciepartment Z 

directory MVD; in 19oZ I was in Switzerland- the conference o£ die-

armament. 
!. 

Wor~ing in ~1VD-KGB every yc;..r I had leaves for rest. In 

1953 with the wife I was resting in the tuberculous sanatorium. In 1954 

I was with the family at the cottage, In 1955 I was resting at the cottage. , 

In March 1956 I was resting with the wile in Karlovi Vary,· Czechoslova~ia, 

In 1957 I was in Leningrad two wee~s with the wife and then rested at 

the cottage. In 1958 I was resting at the cottage. In 1959 I with the wiie 

re!ltcd in Sochi. In January-Feb1·uary 19&0 I rested with the wife in 

Kislovodsk. In 1961 - August - I rested ,._.ith tl;.c wife and daughters in 

Nicolaev. In October 196Z I re~;ted with ;i,e wiie in Sochi. In July l9o3 

I rested with the wife and daughters in Ar.apa. 

.. 

i. 

! 

·, . ...........,. 
. UJUif'41· 

_!.; 11 
I. 
I 



13-00000 

... 

0001042 



13-00000 

. 

I 
i 

i , . 
..... ·._.(' .•..•• A.:J.'"''· 

B. 1s ~he clah-:•ed KGD career of ?\OS:::::'\KO plausible? In the 

past the theory has been advanced that NOS:C:XKO was never an officer 

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

ing the KGB, particularly the Second Chief Directorate, has been so 

extensive as to invalidate any contention that he was not a KGB officer, 

It is considered that NOSENKO was a KGB officer in the claimed 

Departments curing the claimed periods of time and served in the claimed 

positions ir. each Department. It is interesting to note that NOSENKO has 

not materia<:;- varied in his statements in re&ard to the above since his 

original contact in June 1962 (with the exception of his change to 1952 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 summary, but these are of month or day 

of transfer irom one Department to another and not considered critical 

or evidence oi deception. NOSENKO has admitted previously giving false 

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

0001043 
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his KG:U career today is not significantly different from the fragmentary 

~er sion he gave in June 1962. 

Basically the following is now considered to have been the KGB 

career o! XOSE;o.;KO: 

Wud-March 1953 -late May 1955, Firat Section, 

First Department, SCD 

Late May 1955 - December 1959 (1958 - December 

1959 - Deputy Chief of Section) Seventh 

Department, SCD 

January 1960- December 1961, Deputy Chief of 

Section, First Section, Firot Department, 

SCD 

Janu;.ry 1962 - July 1962, Chic! of First Section, 

Seventh Department-, SCD 

July 1962 - January 1964, Deputy Chief of Seventh 

Department, SCD 

(NOTE: The term Deputy Chief is being used throughout this 

summary, but the better terminology probably is "Deputy to Chief. 11 

The position of "Deputy Chief" in United States Govermnent parlance, 

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

0001044 
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in Soviet organizations and more specifically in the KGB. As an example, 

a Chid of Department in the KGB or the Chief of a Residcntura a?road 

may have Z, 3 or even 4 rieputics, one of woom is given the title oi 

First Deputy. This particular deg:lUty acts in the absence of the Chic! 

of Department and in gcner;.; has supervisory functions over all the 

Department sections. The c•.t:eption to the latter is when the Chief of 

Department retains clirect su?ervision over what he may consider ti:J.e 

most important section. Other deputies have supervisory functions only 

over designated sections or organizational components.) 

Durir.g current interviews and in prepared memc; ... ·anda, ~OSE~KO 

has furnished detailed information which it is considered substantiates 

his claimed positions in the KGB. Detailed remarks on thc&e topics are 

contained in sep.1.rate sections of this smnmary. 

It il~ ri?alized that GOLITSYN, altho•..:.gh confirming that NOSE::-;I{O 

was a KGB1 officer in both the First Department and Seventh Department, 

SCD, has stated that ~OSE;>.;KO remained in ti:J.e First D€'partment until 

circa 1958 and that NOSE~KO was not Dez>uty Chief oi tl•e First Section, 

First Department, in 1960. It is impossible to correlate this information 

vwi.th the above indicated opinion that NOSE~KO left the First Department 

in late May 1955 and was Deputy Chief of the First Section, First Depart-

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

GOU1C45 
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c.t this time. On the other r..and, it is not reasonable that ~OSENKO 

would lay claim to ~he tit~c of :Jc?uty Chief oi the First Section, First 

Department, if this were not true ,..,.hen he clearly knew of the visi;;s oi 

GOLlTSYI'\ to the First Section in 19&0- 1'161 and of his conferences 

with officers c!osely associ;:,.t.::c.! with ~OSEi~KO ;:,.l that time. 

NOS.Ei\KO has a!so mentioned a number of ofiicers oi the SCD 

or former ciiicers oi t}-,e SCD who transferred to the FCD with wi1om 

he was personally acquainted and who were also known .to GOLITSYX. 

A nwnber of these officers were officers !rom whom GO.:....ITSYN has 

stated he obtained certa:n information or through whom he became aware 

of certain activities includir,g V:iadislav ::11~. KOVSHUK, Gennadiy I. 

GRYAZNOV, Vladimir lvanovich PE:TROV, Yuriy 1. GUi<, Vladimir 

A. CHURA~OV, Yevgeni1· GRO~'LAKOVSKlY and Vadim V. KOSOLA?OV. 

The statement cf :--~OSE:\"KO that altl>o;.ot;h he ha::! heard cf 

GOLITSY;:-.; he had never personally met GOLITSYN, stands in conflict 

with the statements of GO.LITSYN that he, GOLITSY~, had met and 

tc:.li:ed with ~C : :-:Ko in the SCD in the late l9501s. The description 

of GOLITSY::'\ 0: ~ • is meeting is that of a casual encounter in the halls 

rather than a e;i.1ecific office visit. In light of this, the absence of any 

reason why XOSENKO from his point of view should remember such 

an encounter and the absence of any reason for ~OSE:::\KO to lie on this 

4 
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iss~.Ae, it is eminently reasonable to conclude that the encour..ter took 

place but that :-.:asE.;-,;KQ t:in-.;:>!y has no recollection oi it. 7i-.ere is 

no reason to o:.ttach sign;:icance to this lapse of memory. 

The ?revious o;:>inio:. tr..at l:\OSE:-~KO did not hol~ ~he claimed 

_,.:,ion oi Deputy Chiei, r"irst Ser:tion, First Dc:>artment, curing 19o0 

196: has had the most me, ' in the controversy over his statements 

relative to his KGB can.:t" .t. This particular aspect ·will be covered in 

detail in another section, but of note at this ti.:me is tile controversy 

over what duties the position of Deputy Chief oi Section in the SCD, KIJB, 

entc.ils or does not entail. It is a fruitless exercise to attem;:>t to judge 

whether NOSENKO was Deputy Chief oi the First Section in 1960- 1961 

on the basis of whether his ~.nowledge of the total activitie6 cf the Fi1·st 

Section was commensurate with the knowledge of a Dcrmty Branch Chief 

in CIA in regard to the activities of the entire Branch. 

Whether ~OSE!'\KO was a De;:>uty Chief of SecUon in o:ne SCD, 

KGB, must be judged on tile basis o£ what were the duties of a Deputy 

Chief of Section in the SCD ar.d in particular what were his ci~.Aties in 

the particular assignment. The organizational structure of the KGB 

may or may not have some similarities to the organizatior..al structure 

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

5 0001047 
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o.s to whether NOSZN.KO he:d c.. certain claimed position on the bo.sis 

of a comparison oi his activities and responsibilities with that inherent 

in a somewhat sirr.~iar position in CIA. 

One of the most important differences between Unitt!d States 

agencies or organ~zations, inc~uding; CIA, and the bureaucratic structure 

of agencies or organizations in the USSR, including the KGB, is the 

salarr structure. Pay oi a KGB officer is based on military ran;.. and 

on actual position he!d with an additional percentage increase for longevity 

and language qualification, Actual position held is important from a 

monetary viewpoint in addition to the prestige. As an example, the 

difference in mont:.l;- salary between a cc;,ptain and a major is twenty 

rubles and the difference in salary between a Senior Case Officer and 

a Deputy Chief of Section is also nventy rubh!s, An increase in mii.itary 

rank alone has lirr.ited pay advantages, as for example a Lieutenant 

·' 
Colonel who is only a Senior Case OHiccr receives less pay ti:-.an a major 

who holds thP. position of Chief oi Section. 

During current interviews, an eifort has been made to obtain 

irom NOSENKO statements concerning his responsibilities in the various 

claimed positions. The judgment on whether he held or did not hold 

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

6 0001(48 
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supporting or refutir.g information, has necessarily been based to a 

considerab:ie degree on the logic of the statements made by :.'\OSE:'\KO. 

Admittedly this is r.ot tile most f'atisfactory wa}r of resolving the 

ctucstior.s, ·out it is the or .. ly metnoa possib~e at tnis time. 

0001049 
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c. Ec.s XOSEXKO ~h·en an acceptable CX')la'l1a.tion of nis 

moti v;,tion in contactin¢ CL\ in 1962 and for his defection in 196.;,? Of 

the eight listed categories which are being given S?ecific consici.eration 

in the matter of the bona fides of XOSZ:"J!<O, this category is probably 

the most difficuit in which to present a logical position with factual 

support. There are too many intangible aspects involved and although 

motivation is an important factor, full resolution of the motivation 

problem is not a paramount factor in deciding whether NOSENKO is or 

is not a dispatched agent. :::\OSEf\.!<0 could have contacted this Agency in 

1962 and defected in 196·1 without KGB k.-!Owledge and yet even at this late 

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

which actually were important ingreclien~s in his ultimate decision. 

Deicctc:rs are humans and have at lc;.st the normal reluctance to admit 
l 

. unfavorable iniormai:ion ... vhici:r..t:O.ey consider of a personal nature. 

On 31 October 1967 ~OSE;Xi<O, following a request, furnisned a 

handwritten memorandum on the topic of his moti\'ation, a typed copy of 

which is attached. Yne memorandum, although not grammatically correct, 

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

randwn is one of increasing disillusionment with the Soviet regime-. 

G001051 

... 



13-00000 

j 

l 
l 

I 
I 

..... 

NOSEXKO and oth.ers of his gc:r.cration r.ave lived in a Soviet society 

throughout their entire lives. 7'ne envi:ror .. -nent is an important factor 

of influence in the life of an inciivi.L:.;.al and true c:iisillusionment is at 

best usually a graduo.l ;?recess in wi::.ici-. ma.;y factors, some recognized 

and some not :recognized by the int:iv:du;:.l, 'have played a role in varying 

degrees. 

NOSEXKO, untill955 ar.d ;>:>ssioiy until the death of his iather 

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

parents in the United States who .finally gr~uates from college and obtains 

·, 
employment perha?S in the firm of his ia::her without actually earning any of 

the luxuries he has enjoyed. The father of XOSENKO was not only wealthy 

by Soviet standarci.s but also held a hign goYerr,ment position. 7ne 

influence of his fatner c..nd the na::r.c :.;i D.is i;;.ti.:;.cr uncioubtedly \vas an 

important i! not the mcst ~mportan~ :ac::or ir. X'OS£~KO even being 

permitted to enter the ::\aval R.G an6. the iCGB even though NOSEX:i:<O is 

particularly reluctant t.:J admit, ;>erba?s even to himself, that this was 

the primary reason. 

The above should not be construea as any reflection on the 

actual intelligence of ~.;QSE?\"KO, but rather as an ex?lana.tion of how 

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

2. 
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performance in both prior to 1956 by his own admiuion was such that 

C.e :;>robably would have been summa:ily terminated if he had not been 

the son oi toe capable, respected :.~;r.i;;;ter of Shi.j>'ouilding. 

Ii a certain amount of S?eculation is permitted, the 

disillusionment of i\OSL:XKO, who iost many persor.a~ advantages 
----------·--

following the death o! his iather inc1uding a personal automobile, may 
. ----------- ··-··- ··-·· ·---· 

have actually started soon er.iter the cieao:h of his iather. That XOSENY.O 
--·---··- ----- ···- ---

is undisciplined is su:;>?Orted by his ad.-r.issions relative to his liie in 

the USSR and his behavior both in 1962! in Geneva and for a period of time 

after his defec<on in 196~. ~OS:C::XKO was addicted to women, liquor, and 

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

influence. 

A question has been prev~ously raisee regarding his motivation 

in cont.::!.ctbg CIA in 1962, particularly his ~tatem<>nt that he needed money 

and woulu sell "two pieces of information." XOS:C::XKO oas stated that he 
' 

wanted to make a contact with the Americans, that oe v.ras not emotionally 

ready to defect, but that oe subconsciously believed toat if he made a 

contact he would be making an ultimate commitment from which he could 

no longel" retreat. 

3 
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NOSE~:KO has stated that he gave considerable thought to the 

best ·way to contact the Americans so that he would be believed and not 

rejected and came to the conclusion that he would:oifer to sell some 

information. NOSENKO stated that he dwught if he approached the 

Americans stating he was a 11KGB cour.ter:ntelligence officer who wanted . ·. 

to give information, n he would not have been believed and would have 

. been pe-remptorily rejected. NOSE~KO stated he had difficulty deciding 

how much money to ask for and how to make the approach, but finally 

decided to do it through :a~ri.ltf,..~1{'whom the KGB considered was with 

American Intelligence. 

The above statements by NOSENl{O are not in conflict with the: 

record. NOSE:-:«0 did offer to sell "two pieces oi information, 11 almost 

immediately gave more information, made no significant demands for 

money; and in fact his price for "t\vo pieces of information" was 

ridiculously low by American sUJ.ndc.~:rds. XOSENKO h.as during curr.ent 

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 covere!i his 
-------:---··---

expenditures by other means without receiving any money from the 

Americans. -
. ~-----·-·-··-------·---
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Operational Memo# N-4 

SUBJEC7: A'iOSE~KO, Yuri Ivanovich 

The following is a typed copy o! .;:. ii;.tu.hvrit.ten memorandum 
furnished by Subject on 1 November 1967, foilowing a request on 
31 October 1967: 

What were the motif and the reasons which have led me to 

the decision to breake with the Soviet Russia? The only definite is an 

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

the methode of the comm.uniet regime, the knowledge of the real foreign 

and ir.terior policies of the Soviet government and the faith in the right .. 

ness o£ the i'ree world. 

It was :r.ot "'· decision which was accepted or could be accepted 

in a mm-.th Ol' a }'Car. This decision was slowly growing in me. l 

think that the beginning was in, the studentship. 

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

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

and periodics and that was propagandized by radio and TV. Working in 

the Far East and later being in trips in different regions and cities of 

Russia I found out much better the life and conditions o£ the life o£ the 

people o! the_ Soviet Ruuia, 
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When I worked 11 years in MVD-KGB l understood and found 

out very many things, details and the real deal of the existing regime, 

about methods of the wo•·k of MGB-MVD-KGE and about their doings, 

about hundreds of thousands of ti;e people or Russia who were (and 

still are) considered "pol~tically" dangerous c..nd around whom was 

(and still is) going an active work of all organs KGB. 

At the same time when I was several times abroad I nave 

seen personally the so-called 11decay" at the West. I have seen in 

reality how is. living people. 

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

at the Wc&t al!d not returning in Russia, but only one thing was keeping 

me •w my family. 

In 1962 in Switzerland I made the acquaintance with the 

Americans. From my part "the sell of the information" was a real 

show. l was thinking that they would not. beiieve me o-thcrwis e. In 
'. 

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

I· 

1 abroad or to return home till the last days o! living in Geneva and even 

when I was returning home in Vienna. 

I In '1962-1963 I decided definitely t:.a.t r 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. 

·' 
uUUiC57 
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'· It was not easy to make ts1is decision, it. was very difficult'· 

to leave the family ior ever. 

·, 

'. 
'. 

' • 

And :r.ow i::1 spite of cveryth~ng I do not regret, 

•' 
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D. l3 'A:"HE INFOP ... V.A TICN FiJR.'X:.:::·IZJ BY ~CSEXKO TO C!.A 

A!\'D ORGA:\."'ZA TIOX · REASO~-'B t.Y CO.Y...'\'.EXSt:RA TE 

W'!J:'H P.JS CLAIMED KGS CAaEER? 
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D. Is the ir.i'orm;:.tic•!: furnished by ::\OSE.l\KO to CIA concerning 

KGB operations, personalit:es, and organization rcaso:r.ahly commen-

surate with his cla.ilr:ed KGB career? The c·onclusion is that the infor-

mation furnished by NOSENKO concerning KGB Oj>erations, ?c:-rsonalities, 

anci organization is more than reasonably commensurate with nis claimed 

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

1964. 

In reaching the above conclusion, consideration has been given 

to his claimed departmental assignments and claimed positions in each 

department, Certain allowance has been made for faulty memory with 

consideration being given to whether there is any indication o£ deception 

or whether the failu1·e to :recall a particular item of ir1terest can logically 

be attributcci to the vagaries of the human mind. Tnere is, oi course, no 

... accurate standard of measurement 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, 

· _ _) SECRET oou1rco 
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An effort has been made to determine i! there are any ?<trticular 

patterns or areas wnere :..;os.E::'\KO has indicated he did not recall 

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

have been noted. ::'\OS.E::-:tco, in iact, t-.as an unusually good memory 

as evidenced bj· the extensive informatic.n furnished by 1\0S.E:i\KO purely 

from recollection. In ac!cition, there h;..s been no material re~uctance 

on the part oi Z"OS.E:i\KO to discuss his entire life, KGB off;cn·s he has 

known, KGB organizatior. anrl proceciures, or other topics o;" '.utcrcst. 

NOSE::'\KO has furnished considerable detail concerning KGB 

ofiicers whom he has known at various periods in his entire KGB career. 

He has been very consister.t in information furnished and has fre<iuently 

added certain details which he recalled at a later date, 

Certain remarks will be made in another section in regard to 

the '1/'olume and sco?e of information furnished by NOSE~KO. This in­

formation is not selective, bul i:> au excellent indic;:,.tor that NOSE::"KO 

was assigned to the First Department and Seventh Department, SCD, 

during the claimed periods of time and held the claimed positions, Con­

sideration has been given to his various claimed KGB assignments in 

evaluating the information furnished in an effort to assess whether his 

indicated knowledge was commensurate with his claimed position during 

OOUH.'Gi 
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a particular period o! time or suggested the possibility that he did not 

OCCU?Y ;;he ?Osition which he claimed to have held. 

It is coi;siriered that iniorma.tion furnished by XOSEA'\KO su?r-o:.-ts 

his clain:.ed positions in the SCD. It has not been possible to substantially 

confirm U.rough collateral sources that XOSEXKO 6'. :ved in his claimed 

positions. Neither has it been possible to obtain from other sources an 

applicaolc description of the duties or responsibilities o! an individual 

holding any of the positions NOSEXKO claimed to have held after 1958. It 

is felt tberc can be no question that XOSENKO served in the capacities of 

junior case oH'icer, case officer, and senior case officer during 1953 - 1957. 

As regards the duties and responsibilities of a Deputy Chief of Section, 

Chief of Section, and Deputy Chief of Department, and whether ::-.=OSEXKO 

held these various claimed positions, a considerable amount o! personal 

judgment has been necessary. This personal judgment has been made in 

as judicial a manner as p·::>ssible, with full knowledge that any opinion in 

regard to the above is largely dependent upon information from ~OSENKO. 

NOS~NKO has com?iled 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 
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and other personnel, a!".::! ch.angc& of pi!rsor.r.el, as well as diagrams 

of the oi!icea of the Chief and Deputy Chiefs of the SCD during 1956 -

1964. This material is internally consistent. Furthermore ~.OSE:\KO 

could not_ possibly have known that this detailed information could not 

inlmediately be checked for accuracy, at least in part, with a source 

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

and memoranda were not relatively correct, NOSENKO, who is quite 

astute in matters of counterintelligence, would _hardly have voluntarily 

prepared the material in such detail. This type of information is 

i·,cculiarly adaptable for analysis by a knowledgeable s0urce or by another 

defector and could, i£ not rel::.tively correct, permit a :rather positive con-

elusion that NOSENKO was lying or fabricating information. 

NOSENKO has fu:o:nished quite specific information on KGB 

operations during t:i1e 1953 - 1955, 1955 - 1959, 1960 - 1961, and l96Z -

1963 periods of time. As might be expected, his specific knowledge is 
less . .for the 1953 - 1955 period; but his own personal situation and attitude ---
untill955 - 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 undoubtedly 

deserved a low rating. 

00UiC63 
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The knowledge of 1'\0SE:;:-.;;<o concerning cases, KGB operations, 

and other oiiic: rs can consistently be related to his claimed department 

and position assignment during the 1953 to January 1964 period. The 

scope of his knowledge of his own department when considered in toto 

is broader after 1957 than before, which is com!Jatible with his claim of 

increased responsibilities. His knowledge of the work of other departl'nents 

of the SCD from the late 1950 16 on is also more extensive, which is also a 

further indication that: NOSENKO actually held the claimed positions 

during this period of time. 
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he a necessary pa;;t oi any C:.s?atch oi a KG:S agent o::- c.i!ice: to ;;;:.<l 

West eiilie: ior ;r>u::rpv::>cs of cor.::act witn Western Intelligence fc.::- a 
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~LC~:.&.:..:.~~.·.6~,.a 

t. 

organization of the SCD o: o!~;cr ;;::cr~al XG3 o:::-gar,:;.zz::::;.c,~:;. :-::-.<:: 

ar.d extensive. 7!-.<&t t~&is i~fo:-mat:.or. i;;; of va:i.~e to the United s~a.tcs 

Intelligence community is harcly S".!b;cct ;:u CiS?~~e, although o.nalys:s 
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t!.e ?eriod of 1953 through 1963. -:r;-.~<; sl-.c~ld r.c.t r..e interpre:.::d as a 

st;;,tc:ncnt thao: 1'\0SE:'\i.<O i•as i~r;;is:!:cci ~r.i'orrn;;.~io.-. in rc.:g:arc to ?-11 

SCD r~crmtrner.ts, even oi Am.cricc.::.s, ci~r;.~-.g tffis pe:oiod. :-'lis ir.io::--

m;;.tion based on personal kl''lOwlccl;;c is in ~cncr~l lirni!cd ;:o the Fi1·st 

irorn so~ial or business convcrs~Lior.s \Vith o!.hc:: 1\.GB oificc:-s. 

NOSE:'\KO i;as iu:.-nishcc.! iJ-,ior;~.<.tion in regard to a m; .• --nbcr o! 

' the value of sucA1. inforwatiorJ. canna!. !:>e considc:rcd high, t.ltc adCi~ior.E..l 

clis:1:issed_as being oi r,.o valu.e to '.'/es:err;. Inte:::.;;cr.ce, even if ::~e 

mio:r:nation cannot be regarcied as cia."T.agi::::.g to the KGB. F~r:he:;::nore, 

inasmuch as there is no reason to c;.uestion his sourcing of inior:rr:.atio:l 

already known, there is no basis £or s~spicion oi KOSENKO !or his 

havir.g provided such iniorrn,ation. 
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to the KGB of a.r. a.gei>t who is k.-.owr:. as p:;:o-Communist is less 

that of a "politica::Jy clean" inciivici.,.;:.l. However, "?ro-Cc.~••r::.,.;~i;:;~" 

or even "Communist" are no-:: syr.or.ymc.:..:.:> with "recruited KG:a agent." 

which there wa~ sc.mc previo1:.s but lini:ec! information. !n a n~r.'!:le::: 

oi these instances the additio;1al inio:;:matio~• from ~OSEXKO :::a.s per-

mitteC. icientiiicat.io~ of the ir .. ciiviG~a~s vi i:r.;:erest a:1d the clos~-.. :;_ vi is.:.& 
·-------------

"Ur.M1own Subject" case. In s1:.ch insta;-.ces the info:;:r::::.ation fro::::::~ 

XOSE:\KO must be considered vah:c.ole to Western Ir.telligcnce sir:.ce 

the incomplete information M.own previ.:>1:.sly wou~d in many cases not 

c.ave j?C::'mitted ultimate ider.tiiication of the indiv~dual o£ inte:::e.st. 

This cao:egory of cases must be cor.sidered as having resulted L-. darr.a;;e 

to the KGB and in benefit to W es>e~n ~.::eW.gence. 
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0! SCD rec,;-t.:.it~c;-.~ or :Ci.tC r ir. Q 
. . . :.;a ... o:::-;A .. -.. ~ :~v~ v-

f 

1.-r.til 1962 ::nerc w.a.s a ce;::..r.~tc s~v\:::: .. t:-.. 

time. In certain i:-.;;~a::--.. ces 

?OS sihle aiter acc!itio:r.al res care~. a;:.C. ~::v<;;s:igation. 

i'ication is made, the value of a;-..y :?z...r:icclc:.:: lead to \\' es:e:-:: :r .. :~::i-

gence cannot be estimated, bl.6t tl:at .:.c.ere reay be a poteL;~o..l val-..:e: 
_/ 
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this paper. 

il.h;.st:a.tion;; and ;;.rc no: necessa.r~l7lis;;ec! crCer oi in;.porta:;.cc. 
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crr._::.loyee who B?Cnt. cousiC:.c::-c:..~l<: t:l.:'!'!C: 
. i;" 

"US:;A was not. rcr.cw<:ci. 

8 

. -~- _., ... _ _.. __ .. ______ --·-·· 

... · .. -.. ....... 



13-00000 

... ' .. _:,.... 
{(_, 

lA tM btU o! n67, G:Z;:'~ Worm.ati<Ul CO:iCCU"Dial!£ KGa kno"Wled~· 

of A.merlun cede c:lorlu wu be\na: blnetlgated: and John Dheae 

IUlTH W1UI a l.e.t.dlng su11pect. A!ur Lh4 wrfaelng of SMITH liy the 

MOSENKO, b& Ju.n.e 1961, fu.rul~~thed h:Ionnattcn from wh.l.cla 
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Senic:ea Md compiled a lht .~ twenty euspecle, lncludlng VASSALL. 

Wonna.Uou from NQSCNKO ln Ju..'"l.e J9f..2 ruulte:d ln the earlier tormfi.· 

nc.tloa by 1hct Brltbh Services :.>!a still valuable productive KG.n agent. 

r-h·~• b. the United St&t.teo E.mbauy should also be mentioned. 

E.mbauy (Chancery). Sl..nee lc !act the rnicrophon~u we. tt cor.t.'necud 

t.o C:Oaltra.l c::&bloe, locaUc-n of or...e microphone would logically helve led 

prlate 11.c:Uon wa• not t.a.i:.on on thlo lnlorm"AUon a.nd the KGB would have 

U NOSENKO ls a di&pJI.tched KGB agent, 1t h r.ot dear wh7 the 
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F. Is there evidence oi i<GB d<';::cpti.on or "give away" in 

iniorr.:-.a.tion furnished by XOSEXKO wh:Cn wouici warrant a conclusion 

summary is that NOSEXKO was not dispatched by the KGr.. in 

reaching this conclusion, a full examination of the above(,.,, ~ion has 
___ ____, ..... -

been both a necessary and integral part. 

It is inherent that the volume of information furnished by 

NOSE~KO is only one of the factors which should be given consideration 

in arriving at a conclusior. that NOSE~KO was or was not dispatched by 

the KGB. If ~OSEI\KO was dispatched br the KGB, the KGB woulci have 

surely been willing to sacl'ificc certain i.ni'o:nnation of value to the i<GB 

in order to ~upport the bona fides of i\OSENKO. Ho-.vever, if NOSENKO 

was dispatched, it must have been to accomplish or iurther a KGB 

purpose or mission, the nature of which has been and continues to be 

unknown. 

An examination of the circumstances under which NOSENKO first 

contacted CIA in Geneva in 1962 and his behavior during these contacts is 

particularly pertinent since during this period of time l'OSENKO would 

have surely been under direct KGB control if there arc any implications 

\ of KGB dispatch in the NOSENKO case • ...._,· 

()001079 



13-00000 
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NOSENKO has stated that his original approach to "sell two 

pieces of information" was his own idea as to what was most likely to 

be successful. NOSEi\K·o has 6tated that he wanted to make a contact 

with the Americans, was not psychologically adapted to defect at the 

time, and felt that if he merely stated that he was a "KGB counter-

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

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

first contact did not limit his remarks to the "t:v1o pieces of information" 

and began to talk quite freely on other matters. 

If NOSEXKO was dispatched, it is felt that he, during his 1962 

contacts, would have beer. very carefully briefed and that his remarks 

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

suspicion in regard to the bona .fides c-f NOSENKO. Instead, a current 

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

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

likely typical of a bragga.ciocio element in. the personality of NOSENKO 

and may also have been evidence supporting the statement by NOSENKO 

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

Geneva. 

z 
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NOSE-:\KO, during his live con.tac:.s in Geneva, made many 

statements which in retrospect were in1possiQi.e, ami the invesHt;c..ti.on 

of whi.ch could only have raised ccr:ain ques:io:.s con• 3rning KOS:C:;.;Ko. 

TI.e following is a list of the more obvious areas in which i\OSE?..:i<O 

made gross exaggerations or maci.e incorrect or in1possible &tatements. 

·' 

(a} NOSENKO claimed he personally was with 

Oleg M. GRIBA:NOV, Chief of the SC;:>, during the 

recruitment r•itch to James STOR.SBEAlG. (7his was 

a lie and an interview \Vi~h ST0RS3Z:RG with display· 

of pfiotograph would have ciisclosed :hat ~OSENKO 

did not participate.) 

(b) NOSENI<O was involved in the recruitment 

approach to Russell l..;U;GELLE. (7his was a lie and 

LANGELLE was available for interview.) 

(c) ~OSENKO said he recruited Lt.""NT (norace 

LUNTl in Bulgaria. (Actually KOSEXKO never met 

:L.UNT.) 

3 
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(d) NOSEXXO claimed personal contact with :i::dmund 

STEVENS who, according to XOSEXKO, b.ar'. been recruited 

by the KGB. (::\'OSZ:\XO actualll' had never personai.ly met 

STEVENS and only had seen STEVEl\5 once at a distance.) 

(e) N'OSE::\'KO dated the recruitment of "AXDREY" 

in Moscow as 19"19-~'/50. At the same time he furnished 

information that "AXDREY" (who is considered identical to 

. Dayle Wallis SMITH} was in Moscow during a part of the time 

that Roy RHODES, also a recruited agent, was assigned to 

Moscow, 1951-1953. "A!\'DREY" (SMITH) was actually in 

Moscow 1952-195"1. 

(f) KOSEi'G<O said he, GRIBANOV, and another oHiciO!r 

met Eciward Ellis S:\UTH. {XOSENKO has since stated he did 

not meet SMITH and that his only role was obtaining a foreign 

typewriter and paf>er for a KGB agent involved in the SMITH 

operation.) 

(g) NOSEXKO in a number of instances spoke in the 

first person, saying 11We did this," or "We did that," in 

reference to a particular KGB activity in which he now admits 

4 G00i082 
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he was not involved but had some knowled6e· (ll 

i"OSE:-:t.O was tmder :i<.GB control in 1962, both he 

and the i'.GB should hc..ve known that these inclicated 

exaggerc..~ions would eventually lead to a question 

concerning tile bona fides of NOSE::\KO.) 

In 1'762-1963 a number of similarities were noted between 

information furnished by ::-;osENKO and information which had been 

furnished by GOLITSYN prior to June 1962. These similarities were 

quite striking and gave rise to certain suspicions of !':OSE::\KO because 

he provided information which the KGB would presumably have considered 

already com?romised <as a result oi the defection oi GOLITSYN. Certain 

of the similaritiell at the time could only be explained in terms of 

NOSE::\!{0 being a dispatched agent. The following are some examples of 

the similarities noted. 

(a) Both furnished information in regard to 

Johan P:ttEISFREUND. 

(b) Both furnished information in regard to a 

military code clerk case (James STORSBERG). 

(c) Both furnished information in regard to a 

trip of Vladislav KOVSHUK, under an assumed name, 

to the United States. (GOLITSYN was sure it was 

connected with a reactivation of an agent formerly in 

5 
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. .;";.. 

~ :; 
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:1\1oscow, or a recruitment of ar •.. \:-,~erican formerly 

with the United Statr!s Embassy in :,~oscow; and N'OSEXY.O 

related it directl)' to the ''AXDR:SY" case, giving the 

assumed 11ame which KOVSHUK used.) 

{d) Both furnisi-.c;d information in regard to 

microphones in the United States Embassy in Moscow. 

(e) Both furnished information in regard to 

Edmund STEVE:NS and Isaac Henry SHA?IRO. 

The above list is not comz>lete nor does it indicate the actual 

diHc1·cnces in the amount of information furnished on any parti'- ..1lar 

t<Jpic br GOLITSYN" and NOSENKO. To cite the above in detail in tl;~a 

summary ia believed unnecessary since the only pohlt of real interest 

is whether the fact that NOSE::-.:KO was aware of certain events, case~;;, 

01." situations of which GOLITSY:N was also aware raises a legitimate 

question concerni~g the bona fides o£ NOSENi.<O. 

The above area of concerr. has been thorvug'h.ly examined and 

it is considered that the fact that KOSENKO furnished some informa::ion 

on certain cases or situations previously mentioned in lesser or 

greater detail by GOLITSY:N cannot logically be construed as evidence 

. 
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that :-:OSE.KKO was dispatched by the KG3. XOSZXKO has ciurir.g 

currer.t ir.terviews satl.si;.c;;orily sourced his iniormation in ahr. ·. st 

every instance. In a few ir:.stances he has said i",e ciid. not recall 

how he learned of a partic-~lar pice .. oi information but these 

apparent lapses of memory were not large in num~er and are 

considered to be in no wa'l 5uspicious. 

The general area in which there was a similarity between 

information furnished by GOLITSYX in late 1961 - earlr.l9o2 and 

information furnished by XOSENKO in June 1962 and which would have 

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

Government was or is co:.cerned related to certair, activities centering 

aro~nd or in the First Department, SCD. 

It is the conclusion of this summary that NOSEKKO was an 

officer of the First Section, First Department, SCD, during 1953-1955 

and was Deputr Chief o! the same section in 1960 - 1961. 7herefore, 

the fact that NOSENi<O furnished information concerning certain cases 

or situations in the First Department and the ~act that GOLITSYN 

furnished information concerning the same case or situation is not 

unusual or necessarily suspicious. NOSENKO has stated that GOLITSYN 

1 
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thc..t l':OSE;:'o;KO was not DciHay Chief of the First Section in 19&0 has 

been noted c..nd commentea on in another section of this summary. 

GOLITSYX hc.s furnished certair-. ir..iormation wi-.ich he re-

ceived from officers of the First Section, First Dcj)artment, SGD. 

In each instance where this information, which was fragmentary, couJ.d 

not be immediately correlated with information from 1'\0SE~KO, it was 

previously considered to be evidential of deception or lying on the ?rt 

of l':OSE;:'o;KO. This position, however, !ailed to allow !or the possibility 

that the discrepancies between the two sources were, at least in certain 

instar.ces, more apparent th.an real. 

In certain instances it has now beer. possible to correlate irag_­

mentary information from GOLiTSYN with information !rom NOSEi\KO, 

making it ev.ident th.at in these instances the differences could r.ot be 

construed as in any way ref:j..ccti.-.g against NOSEKKO. The four examples 

cited bel0\1.' represent two probable correlations, (a) and (b); one possible 

correlation, {c); and one instance where no correlation is possible at this 

time, {d): 

{a) GOLITSYN furni'5hed information which he 

received in April-May 1960 from Gennadiy GRYAZNOV 

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

9 
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Amcrican female employee oi the American Embassy 

in :.~oscow through a male Soviet friend, hut that ti.le 

attem?t had failed. GOL:TSY'N also furnished information 

that the woman had left ~-~oscow by the time he learned of 

the information but that the Soviets hoped she would return 

to :.~oscow so that further work could be underta.~cn to 

e!iect her recruitment. He did not recall the name of the 

secretarr, but did recall that it was a long and ''German 

sounding" name. 

NOSEKKO has furnished information in regard to a 

recruitment attempt against Collette SCHWARZ:C::X:aAGH, 

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

referred to by GOLITSY:i'\'. However, SCHWARZEXBACH 

was not a female secretary in the American Embassy, but 

had been emplo)•ed as a secretary to the wife of Ambassa.uor 

BOHLEN during 1955 - 1956 and from 1958 - 1959 was employed 

as a correspondent by the United Pref's in Moscow. The 

recruitment attempt against SCHWARZENBACH, according to 

NOSE:li."'KO, occurred in 1959 and was an operation of the First 

Section, First Department, SCD. 
000iC88 
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(b) Page 163 of ti;e previous swnmary COlll·:o~r.s inior-

mation ti1at GOLlTSY;,. also learned from GRY 1>-'.-":::0V in 

the spring oi 1960 that GRYAZ:i\,.V had developed an operation 

against an American Embassy mili~arr code clc:r;.: in wi•ich the 

KG:.. was "9Y per ce1;t :;:.trc" U.at the target would be recruited. 

'This is believcC: to unclc.~i;.<ecily be a reference to the case oi 

James STO.i.tSBZaG w:r.o was actua.lly the subject oi a recruit-

ment approach in 1961. 

'There is considered to be a good possibility that 

GOLITSY;;; actually learned of the above info:rm:ition from 

GR'iAZ:i\OV in early January 1961 when he was again in Moscow 

rather than during the spring of 1960 when GOLITSY;..; was 

preparing ior his as signmcnt to Helsinki, Finland. This 

theory is suppo:rteci by information on page 163 of the previous 

summary that GOLITSYN has stated he learned in January 

1961 from Vladislav M. KOVSRUK (Chief of the First Section) 

that Johan ?REISFREU;;;D had recently been used, in the 

successful recruitxnent of an American employee oi the 

Embassy. Johan PRElSFREUA.'\D was used in the S'TORSBERG 

operation, according to NOSEA.'\KO, and NOSENKO was also 

000iP89 
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aware that GOi..I'.L'SY~ had a conversation with KOVSHUK about 

P.R.E:::SFREUXD since GOLITSYX wanted to usc P.R.E.lSF.R.EliXD 

in Helsir.ki. ~OSZ:-.:KO has stated he was :r.ot pres<:nt curing 

the above conversation. It is very possible that KOVSHUK 

exaggera~ed a little ~:r. his convcrsc.tion wi~h GOLITSYX in the 

matter of why GOLI'TSY~ could not use PitE::SFR.EUXD as an 

~OSE~KO has furnished extensive information in regard 

to the James STORSBERG case and with clue consideration to 

the a.:curacy and recollection of GOLITSYX, there docs not 

appear to be an adec;:uate basis for G,uestioning the bona fides of 

XOSEXKO on the basis of the differences between the report­

ing by GOLlTSYN oi information he received from GRYAZ?\OV 

concer:.ing wh?.t is ccmsidered to have been the James 

STORSBER.G case and detailed" information furnished by 

X05E:-\KO concerning the James STORSBERG case. The 

exact date of the recruitment attempt against STORSBER.G 

bas not been positively established, but it is consi~ered to 

have occurred before early May 19-61 and probably in the 

March-April 1961 period. The statement by James 

; 000iC90 
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STOrt.SDZRG that it occurred in October 1961 is com-

p:i.etely unacceptable and is even contrd.ciicted by other 

statements by STORSDERG himself. 

(c) Page 163 of tl1e previous summary cor,tains 

ir.Jormation from GOLITSYX which he had received from 

GRY AZi-:OV in April or }.'.ay 1960 t'hat an American 

employee of the Embassy in Moscow was either recruited 

or prepared for recruitment on the basis of a-homosexual 

compromise beginnin;; in 1959 and concluding in 1960. 

The previous summary also states that according to 

GOLITSYX, the KGB had photograp:i1ed the American in 

various homosexual acts, but SHELEPIX, who had just 

becorne Chah·n-.an of the KGB, was at the time stressing 

ideological rather than blackmail recruitments. SHELEPlN 

c.id not exclude future use of the photographs which the KGB 

would hold in reserve. 

:-\OSE:-<KO has furnished i."lformation concerning the 

homosexual compromise of Robert BARRETT, who was a 

guide at the United States Exhibition in Moscow in 1959, and 

with whom "SHMELEV" and "GRIGORIY", two homosexual 

0001C~1 
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agents of ;-;QSE:'\KO, became acGuainted, Work against 

the United States Exhibition was the respor. . .:;ibility oi 

the :i\iJ£til Department, SCD, but various Departmer.ts 

were r>artici;:>; d.ng under ::he direction of the ;-;inth 

Department. 

One of the above homosexual agents succeeded in 

involving BARRETT in homosexual activities which were 

photographed by the KGB but, according to NOSE~KO, 

although tl'>."! photographs were of a good quality, the KGB 

was unable to usc the photographs in 1959 because of a 

general ban by the Central Committee on the recruitment 

of the United States E.xhibition guides due to the planned 

visit of Prcsider.t EISE:'\HOWER to the Soviet Union, 

NQSE;-;K.Q also stated that the compromising material .. 
and information on BARRETT was later given to the First 

Department and that BARRETT was recruited by the Second 

Section, First Department when he returned with another 

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

the .recruitment operation. BARRETT, following his return 

14 OOOiC92 
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to the Un~tecl Statcti in Janu.a..ry l9ol, confessed to the 

FBI ti-.;,. t he haci been recruited ir. 19o l on the bas is of 

com?romising ;.hotogra;:>hs ·wc.ici.l had been taken 

during his 1959 trip to ~~oscow. 

Although it cannot be established at this 

time, it is possib~e that the information furnished 

by GOLITSY~ which he had received from GRYAZNOV 

actually refers to the Robert BARRETT case. It ahoald 

be noted lh<&t Robert BARRETT could not actually be 

characterized as an "American err.ployee of the Embassy 

in ::V!oscow. 11 

(d) Page 162 of the previo<As summary contains i.nfor-

mation from GOLITSYN that in the spring of 1 <J60 when he 

visited the First Section, First Department, SCD, he learned 

from GRYAZ£.JOV th;,.t GRYAZ:\OV had as an agent an Embassy 

code clerk who was scheduled to be transferxeo to i-ielsinki. 

GRYAZ:::\OV indicated to GOLITSYN that the code clerk had 

already furnished the KGB with some inforr&lation, that he was 

15 0001093 
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considered by the KGil to he a "real" agent and ti1at ii 

the transfer of the code clerk materialized, GOLITSYX 

might have the coclc clerk as an agent in Helsinki. 

NOSENi:<O has furt1ished no information whicb. c<:.·. be 

correlateu in any way with ti-.e above information from 

GOLITSYN, hut neither has the information from GOl..ITSYN 

resulted in an identification desp~te the considerable invcstigat.ivn 

which has been conducted in the matter. Although this is 

consiclered to he a valid lead, it need not necessarily refer 

to a code clerk who was in the United States Embass}' in 

Moscow au ring 1960 - 1961. I~ is also poe. siole that the previous 

remark bJ,' GOLITSYN concerning the above "code clerk" who 

might be transferred to Helsin~i as well as his cited remarks 

in a-c could be clarified or at least additional informatior. 

obtained if a spf>diic reintervicw on these matters was possible. 

The trip of Vadim V. KOSOLAPOV to Helsinki, FL-1land in 

November 1960 should be mentioned in any comparison of information 

from N'OSENKO with information from GOLITS YN. This conflict is 

16 0001C~4 
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also mentioned ir. another section pertaining to the 1960-l'Jol cr '!'eer 

oi XOSEXi<O. GOLI7SYN stated that KOSOLAPOV came to Hclsi..n~ 

to accompany an American Embass7· code cle:r~ on the train to 

2\.~oscow and that l<OSOLAPOV planned to strike up an acG.uaintance 

with the code clerk which could he continued in Moscow. 

The American Embassy code clerk referred to above was 

undoubtedly John GARLAND and the train mar.iiest lists John GARLAND 

and Viktor KOLOSOV {Vadim V. KOSOLAPOV) as passengers on the 

same train from Helsinki to Moscow. NOSEXKO is aware of the 

identity of John GARU\.ND but claims no knowledge of the above trip 

of KOSOLAPOV to Hel::;inki, although bcir.g well aware of a previot•s trip. 

NOSENKO, as Deputy Chief oi the First Section specifically 

charged with work against code clerks, should have been aware of the 

November 1960 trip of KOSOLA?OY. to and from Helsinki. His lac~ of 

knowledge may or may not be explainable in terms of his other activities 

such as his trip to Cuba in November-December 1960 but it cannot be 

interpreted as evidence NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB since, i1 

he had been, the KGB should have briefed NOSENKO on the trip oi 

KOSOLAPOV to Helsinki in November 1960. as this was an event the 

KGB knew GOLITSYX was aware of. 

0001CS5 
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A t1-.e<.try whkh ha.s previously been given consideration and 

war:rar.ted f;..;l.i con;,idc:ration w:ts tha.t if ::\OSL.XXO was dispatched, 

his mission was to confuse leads furnished U;. A."'nerican :Lntelligence 

ar,d/or to cenit;rai:e tLe value oi. information fu:-nished by GOL:;::TSY:i-l'. 

In cor.rtection with this t:i:.eory, it should he noi:eci taat NOSEXKO during 

current interviews has not ma<le any remarks which could in any way 

be construed as derogatory to GOLITSYN. 1:-. addition, XOSEXKO does 

not claim to have any detailed t-...nowledge o£ the FCD and frequently, 

when some to?iC peculiar to the FCD has been broached with XOSEXKO, 

his immediate reply has been to ibe effect that "I didn 1t work in the FC:::l," 

or "You should a.sk GOLI7SYN abou;:; that," 

In con .. •ection witl:. any consideration of whether the contact o£ 

NOSENKO with CIA in Geneva in June 1962 could have been initiated by 

the KGB as a 1·esult of fue defection oi GOLITSYN, the ti..-ni.:lg oi certain 
. , 

ev:ents sho1.4ld he noted. GO.Ll"i'SYX defected on is December 1961. 

... NOSENKO rle?arted from 1\~oscow in March 19o2 for Geneva, Switzer~anci, 

where he remained untill5 June 1962. 

It is felt that it would have been practically impossible if not: 

impossible for KGB ofiic~als to complete an assessment of the actual or 

potential damage which could result from the deiection of GOLITSYN, 
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select ;.;osE~..;i<O as the indiv~C:ual who would be <iisp<t.tchcci to counter-

act toe possible cianlage, and ap:;>ropria::ely brief :..:OSE:i\i<O prior to 

his C::epartur.:: for Ger.eva in )~·~arch 1962. Therefore, if NOSE:.;KQ 

was dispatched by the KG:3, it would ap?ear thc.t p~ans ior tois would 

ha.ve predated the defection of. GOLITSYX and that any GOLITSYN 

aspect could only be a related aspect and not t:C.e basis for the original 

plan to dispatch NOSEXKO. In addition, if XOSEXKO was dispatched, 

it would hardly seem necessary for tl:..e KGB to &end SOSEXi<O to 

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

The theory has also been considered that ~OSEXKO could have 

been dispatched to corJ:use and divert American i:nteHigence and thus 

· to protect an important i<GB penetration or penetrations oi the United 

States Government, particularly CIA. This is a theory which should~ 
1 

and l:..as been given !ull consideration, but it is no~ ~-~~--~<:~lly J/ 
substantiate o:::- refute this theory in the absence of specific information 

-----------~-- -- - -- ---- .· 

that high-level KGB penetrations do or do not exist. 

Actually, as regards NOSENKO, the primary area which should 

be given consideration in the above matter is ii all the information from 

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

19 
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of American cour.ter-ir.: , .. :.igence tu d~H:rrr.ir.c the identity of and 

take appropriate action ag<<ir.st KGB j)Cr.etrations of l.he United 

States Goverruner.t. The only answer to this GUeotion seems to be 

• 
that there would he little consoiation or a.:;surance to American intelli-

gence even if every statement by :\OSE~~KO Vias accepted at face value. 

The onlr specific area in which :\OSE:\KO could be even con-

sidered to claim full knowleage is the C'n~ted States Embassy in Moscow. 

In this area his state1nents could be construed as assurance that there 

wc:re no recruitments of American personnel in the United States Embassy 

in Moscow from 1953-Deccmber 1963 with :he exception of 11ANDREY 11 

(Dayle Wallis SMITH) and Herbert HOWARD. The basis for this 

expressed opinion of NOSENL<O is consiC::ered elsewhere in this surnma.ry 

and analysts may differ as to whether a recruitment could have occurred 

of which XOSENKO did not have knowlecige, assuming that his statements 

are made in good faith. lt should be noted, however, that at this time 
I 

there is no specific information which is in direct conflict.with the 

expressed opinion oi XOSE~KD. 

?\OSE'NKO, as previously mentioned, has never dnime~ any 

particular knowledge o£ FCD activities. In addition, he does not claim 

to be aware of. all recruitments of ~mre~icans Ly t.~e SCD. As all 

oOOif?8 
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e:.:<::.rr.ple, he has made it clear thc..t nis knowleC::ge of SCD activ:ties 

at;<:.ir.st members oi dc:Legations, foreign b•asinessmen, foreign 5tu~ents, 

a:-.ci individua~s in the uSSR on the iavitation oi a Soviet organi:;:;ation or 

Ct. component o! the Soviet Government is extremely limi:eri and at best 

rr.aioly of Ct. collateral nat"l.4re. 

NOS:EXKO does not even claim any detailed £.r..owled.&e oi 

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

nor does he claim to know all o! the cases of which the Chief oi the Seventh 

Department was aware. The latter is specifically supported by certain 

notes brought out b:,' :'\OSEXKO which arc short references to a number 

c! Seventh Department cases which are identified only by the KGB code 

name, These notes, acco1·ding to XOSENKO, were macie when he had an 

O.??Orb.mity ~o review a notebook held by the Chief of the Seventh De?J.rtment 

a.Ld cor.stitu.te the only knowledge XOSEXKO had of these ;roa.rticula.r cases. 
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H. Is there ar.·: evidence tLat ;;he cont;;,cts of :;.'I;OSr:XKO b 1962 

or in 1964 with CIA were known to the :i:GB prior to his defection or 

that :;.'I;OSEXKO was ever bridecl b•; the KGB relative to his behavior 

or KGB objcco:ives du:d:;.!! these co;;tac:s or ai:::er his cicicc:ion? The 

conclusion is that there is no evidence that the contacts oi NOSE~KO 

in 196Z or in 1964 with CIA were known t? the KGB prior to his 

defection and that NOSEXKO was never briefed in any manner by the KGB. 

The basis for the above conclusion is substantially contained. in 

previous sections. It is being treatec here as a separate area of interest 

since it is a sufiiciently impor:.ant are;, as to warrant individual C0;1Siciera.tion. 

It is recogniz.::ci that since positive factual confirn'lation suc:'l as 

the KGB file on NOSEX:t<O is not available, any conclusion concerning 

whether NOSE~KO was or was not cii.spatched by the KGB can only be 

based on the full review oi available b.iormation from NOSENKO, 

collateral sources, independent investigation and the opinion of the 

individual analyst concerning the significance or non-significance of 

each item of available information. 

The conclusion that the contacts of NOSENKO with CIA in 1962 

and 1964 prior to his defection were not known to the KGB is 
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nccessaril)' based in part on a judgment as to whether any oi his 

activities or information lot;ic;:.lly warrant a substantial suspicion 

that they were or could be in any part the result of KGB direction 

or cor.trol. One of the ;:>articular areas considered was his apparent 

behavior ciuring his contacts with CIA in June 1962. and the conclusion 

was that it was incomprehensible that he could have been under KGB 

control at that time. 

Consideration has been given to the pouibility that his 1962. 

contacts with CIA ·were not known to the KGB, but became known to 

the KGB later and ii:OSE::'\KO was doubled by the KGB. It was con-

cluc!ed that there was no basis for or information which would warrant 

serious cc>nsidera.tion of ti.1e above possibility aside from tile separate 

conclusion tilat the I'VB would be ·ver)• unlikely to reward a traitcr in 

KGB eyes by sending him again to Geneva where he wouid be quite free 

to defect. 

Worthy of comment in this section is the fact that ~OSENKO, 

during his 1962 contacts, expressed considerable cor.c.ern over his 

personal security, requesting that knowledge conce:::ning his identity be 

kept to an absolute minimum, that no communications be sent to the 

z 
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IX REGARD TO XOSE1\:KO 

Attached is a verbatir.n. copy of pages 357 - 360 of ~he "Examina• 

tion of the Bona Fides of a KGB Dciector" which contains seven (A - G) 

primary conclusions concerning the claimed Naval RU {Navy Intelligence) 

and KGB career of 4:\0SENKO. These conclusions or findings are 

independently treated in separate attachments. 

With the exception of "G, " the conclusions in tn.is summary are 

in direct conflict wim the aboYe conclusions and are basically that 

NOSE~i:{O served in the Naval RU !rom March 1951 to early 1953, was 

• a. KGB officer from March 1953 until his defection in February 1964, 

a.r.d held his claimed positions in the •:<KGB during tae March 1953 -

February 1964 period. 

* For purposes of clarity, the term KGB is used to refer to the 

Committee for State Security and predecessor orga.ni:~:,ations 

unless otherwise indicated. 

Attachment: 
Cpy Pgs 357-360 of "Examination 
of the Bona Fides of a KGB Defector" 0oo1ii3 
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PREVlOUS CO:'\CLUSIOKS RE XOSE:Xi:<O 

AS co:-;TAIXED OX PAGi::S 357 - 360 OF 

"THE EY ... AML"'\ATIOX OF THE BOXA FIDES OF A t<GB DEFECTOR" 

The following is a. c;.uote of the previous conclusions in tiu~· case of Yuriy 

Ivanovich NOSE~:KO. (The specific conclusions have been t;" .,;, the designation 

of A - G for purposes of easier correlation with oLier; section:il oi tnia awnmary.) 

"SU~1W..ARY OF COXCLt;SlONS 

CO~CER~IXG :NOSENKO'S 30XA FIDES" 

"NOSENKO claims that he served for a <iecade in the KGB in 

successively senior positions of au."lorlt{ from which n~ derived 

extensive knowledge of the scope, character, and results of KGB 

operations ;>.gainst Americans in the s~viet Union in the jleriod 

1953-1963. To substantiate his claim, he provides an L-npressive 

array of information about KGB personnel, organization and opera-.. 
tions which, to the extent that it has been confirmed, is preswnptive 

evidence o! his bona. !:.des. Various Soviet oiiicials, including 

intelligence ofiicers, have generally corroborated NOSE:I'-."KO's 

claims. According to some of these sources, NOSENKO was a. 

senior KGB officer who 'occupied a. series of sensilive positions, who 

' ..._) 
., 
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·. ~·-:. '--r-.......Lzua&-

enjoyed cousi<ierable aut,;;.ori:y an.l trust despite personal short-

comings, and whose ciefcction, 'the g::-cc.tcst loss ever suffered 

by Soviet Intelligence', pa::-;,.ly:.r.ed the work o£ a KGB cmtill 

.·Legal Residency, and justified the formulation of plans to auas-

ainc..te him. " 

"The examination has cc.mparcd each element of NOSEX'It'KO's 

biography rele\'ar.t to his claimed KGB service wi,th known 

.facts and rea.eona.ble surmise. The examination rdlects the 

test to which his accounts were put: whether his accounts are 

internally coherent c..nd consisten~ with known fact, and whether 

he actually gained the information 1:c has from occupying the 

KGB positions he dc.ims to have hc~d. ln short, is he wha.t he 

aays he is, according to his own accounts?" 

"This examination hc.d led to t;,c following findings, arrived 

a.t independently: 

A. NOSE:KKO ~c not serve in the Naval RU 

in a:~y o! the capacities or at the places and times he 

claimed, 

B. NOSENKO C.id not enter the KGB in the 

manner or at the time he claimed, 

C. NOSENKO did not serve in the American 
G001115 

Embassy Section throu6hout the 1953-1955 period as 

he claimed. 

1707 
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D. During tile perioc! 1955-1960, },e wa.a neither 

a senior case oiiicer in, nor L>·.~!luty Cniei o!, the Seventh 

De:>artment American-Brio.i;;h Commonwealth Section. 

E. NOSZ:\::{0 was neit.:-.er Depldty c:-.ief oi ;..1.e 

American Emoa.oS)' Section :lor a senior oiiicer or 

&upervisor in the Section during the period l<:lol-19&2.. (sic) 

F. NOSEXKO's claims, that in l9c:z-:r.e :''as Chief 

of the American-British Commonwealth Section and was 

t."lereafter a Deputy Chief of the Seventh Departznent, are 

not credible. 

G. NOSEX:KO has no valicl c~aim to cer:ainty 

that the KGB recruited no American Embassy personnel 

between 1953 anci i;.is defection in 1964. 

Tnese findings ciiiier somewi".at with resrJe.;:;t to degree of probability 

or certitude, out they :reflect the preponderance of avaiiaole evidence 

in ec..ch instance." 

"Tiae above judgments, if correct, rebut presum?tive evidence 

of NOSZNKO's bona fiC.es. The contradictions in NOSENKO's accoun!s 

of his life and KGB service are so extensive as to make hls claims 

as a whole una.cceptab£e. While truth and fact in this case frequently 

G0011i6 
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cam•ot he established with certainty, it is eviccnt that truth and 

ic..ct arc not whc.t XQS,C;XtcO re~tes. By almost any test, virtually 

any of xos.c;xxo•s o.hovc claims are impugned oy fact or probc..bility, 

or contradicted or retracted in his own statements. XOi:C::XKO is 

not what he claims to "!:le, and tims he is not a bor.a ficle deiector." 

"Given the conclusion that :-..:OSEXKO is not a oona fide 

defector, it is necessary to attempt to determine hfs true motives 

for contacting American Intelligence and for providing the information 

he has given. Here, it must be recognized that the evidence, largely 

consisting of NOSE~KO's own assertions, does not permit unecouivocal 

couclusions. Neven"l-eless, the question cannot be ignored. The 

character of the information NOSEXKO has conveyed, the fact that 

some of his .false claims have been corroborated oy Soviet-oiiicials, 

and the necessity to ma:.:e decisions about XOS:C::XKO's future all 

require that at least a provisional judgment be mac:!e," 

... 
"Of the reasonable explanations advanced ior XOSEii."KO's 

misrepresentations, the chief ones are that he is a swindler posing 

as a former KGB officer for reasons of personal advantage; that he 

suffers from a deranr.ed personality or unbalanced mind; that he has 

greatly exaggerated his actual rank, status and access in the KGB, for 

simply personal reasons; or, finally, that he is a dispatched KGB G001117 

•.' 
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.... , ... ,_,. ~ . ._c. te 1 

"Ti1e iirst two ;:>Ossibiiities are easily dismissed. That 

i'\'QSZ:;.;,KQ is not lil1:1.ply Ci sw~r.dler wc,o .fa!sc!y claims lOl" personal 

adva.n~~;c to nave been a i:CG3 ofiiccr is C111.rlent, we believe, from 

the confirmeci cie:ails of i:CG:O organization, i>crsor."lel and operations 

which he has provided and which cou!d only derive from within the 

KGB it.oelf." 

"Second, as noted in the :ext, extensive psychiatric and 

psycilological examination by qualified specialists rule out the· 

possihility that ~OSE~i:<O's actions and testimony are the product 

of a deranged personality or unba.lu.nced mind." 

"lt is somewh;;;.t more ?lausible tnat ~OSENKO is a KGB 

officer who served ~n at !ea~;t some of tile components for some 

or all oi the time ;>criods that he claims, but who greatly exag-

_gerated his positions, rank and u.ccess to intor1nation. and 

invented. some matters outright, to achieve greater status with 

American Intelligence, This explanation, however, fails to 

accommodate ti'.e .fact t."-l.at several KGB oiiicers have asserted 

that NOSENKO did in fact ilold senior positions in the KGB. Al$0, 

NOSENKO's assertions with resp~ct to his r:o.nk, GRIBANOV's 

patronage, the recall telegram, and the like, cannot be just a 

product of his own invention, since these w"'re the subject of 
0001118 

comment by other sources." 
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~.:b.\L, 

"Bec<.use none of t'oe above cx4>lanations is consistent with 

the data c.;evelopcd in interrogations and investigations, we arc 

left with the hy[lothesis that i\OS:C::I'\KO was dispatched by the 

KGB. Whi~e this e..-.g>lanation C:.oes not reconcile all the anomalies, 

none of them renders it untenable. " 

"ln the absence of further revelations by NOSE:\KO, or 

other persuasive evidence to the contrary, CIA finds that the 

evidence establishes a presumption that XOSENKO was dispatched 

by the KGB, an~ believes that prudence requires that he be 

regarded as still resg>onsive to KGB control, and that his infor-

mation should be assessed accordingly." 

000111~ 
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or at the places and ti..-r~es he claimed. (?reviotos conclusion) 

The above is conclusion "A" in the previous summary in regard 

tc ~OSE~KO. The current concltosion is that the claimed s.ervicc of 

XOSE:::\KO in .:-;avy Intelligence (~aval RU) during March 1951 to early 

1953 in the Far Eaat a:r.d the Baltic areas is adequately substantiated 

and should be accepteci. 

The interrogations of :'\OSE.:-;Ko prior to 1967 were complicated 

by A\OSENKO d.anging the date of his graduation irom the Institute of 

International Rc•a tions from 1950 to 1949 becc.usc he did not wish to 

admit that }H'!: h:vj failed to graciuatc in 19.;9 witi-. the majority of his clz.so. 

However, "previous e.:.for::s of NOS:C.::\KO to revert to his origiaal 1962. 

statement that he graduated in 1950 were not accepted and an unwarranted 

significance was given to the 1949- early 1953 period oi time. 

It is considered that NOSE:'\KO has adec;,uately explained his 

11stupid blunders" as they relate to the above and to certain other personal 

matters and that his claimed service i:n ~avy Intelligence !rom March 

oOOii'2i 
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daca:=r, 

1951 to early 1953 bo::h in the Far East and the Baltic area is fully 

acc<=:;>oabi.e. :a is not cons~C:e•·ed necessary to comment conccrT.ing all 

of the remar~s ~n the :;>re·.-io..-;; summary regarding the claimed ::\aval 

RU service oi );QSEXI:<O as rcilectcd on :;>ages 49-59 and remarks will, 

!or pur;>oses of brevity, be limited in sco;>e. 

The statement is mac!e in the previous summary that "The sole 

Headquarters RU officer XOSE::\KO identified was the Personnel Chief, 

Colonel KALOSHIX. H.e identified no rar.~ing oiiicers in either the Baltic 

or Far East Intelligence Staffs. Some 30 GRU officers he did identify, 

by his own admiuior., ::\OSENKO knew not from hls Xaval R.U service, 

but through social acG.uai:r..tance, later, in Moscow, or through hia visits 

to Geneva. " 

Attached is a copy oi a ha;ndwrittcn memorandum vohmtarily 

prepareci by ;...;oSE.:\KO in late 1967 containing the names c£ a number 

of GRU personnel of whom he had some knowledge. The attached was 

not prepared as the result ofany inquiry concerning his claimed Naval 

RU service, but was only a small part of the material prepared by 

KOS.EKKO at this time. The entire material included remar~s by 

NOSE::\KO regarciing approximately 875 KGB officers, 100 KGB agents, 

35 GR'G officers and 400 other Soviet nationals. 

()001122 
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lt is interesting to note that the attached list contains the names 

oi ap,?roximately ZO Griil o·ificel'S \vhom XOSEi\!CO relates to the ca.r~y 

19:»0's period. In a<.iciition, i'OSE~\!CO has, during current interviews 

and in other memoran~a. furnished the nantes of acicll.tional Navy Jr,tel~i-

gence per&onnelwhom r.e kr.cw in the 1951- early 1953 period. 

Page 52 of the c.bove summary anci other related pages ClUCstion 

whether XOSEXKO·ever served in the B<>.ltic area with :Na.vc.l Intelligence 

and even <iuestion his geographical knowledge of the area. Attached is a 

CO?Y o! a handwritter. memorandum with certain diagrams prepared by 

NOSE:NKO on Zl Februa1·y 196a concerning his assignment with Na"-y 

Intelligence in the Far East and the Baltic are<t.. The memorandum was 

completed by :NOSE:N!CO without any reiercnce material and a review of 

his diagram& ·indicates they are quite accurate. 

NOS:S:-..:!CO i1a.d prev~ously stated that his service in the Baltic 

area was at Sovetsk Primorskiy and during current interviews recalled 

that the former name of the place, an almost deserted fisnermen•s 

village, was Fishausen. The previous clesignation given by NOSE~O 

for this place as having the mail address of Sovets~ Primorskiy had 

caused the conclusion that his alleged place of assignment was non­

existent. A further check in the matter would have disclosed that the 

place was not nonexistent, that it is currently known as Primorsk and 

that the former German name of the fishing village was Fischhausen. 

3 uU01123 
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Tile previous sumrnary .. :so stated ti1at despite his claimed 

<a.cti·.-e commissioned service in the :'l:<avy, :'I:OSE:'I::i{O knew not.'ling of 

So\'iet :'I:&Y}' tr<:.ciition, doctrines, or orgar.ization of proceduree, 

&r.ou.ld be noted that there is a considerable difference between being 

a member oi the :'l:aval H.U and being an actual member of the Soviet 

:'l:avy. The situation could be compared to a career civilian employee 

of tr.c Oiiice of ~aval lntelligcnc~ and a line officer in the United Sutes 

:'l:avy. 

Attachments: 
List of GRU Personnel as Prepared by ~OSE~KO 
Diagrari1s and comments as Prepared by ~OSE:-;Ko 

4 
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B. ~OS:S:'\KO C:~c! not ''r.ter the i<GB in the manr.er or at the tin1e 

claimed. (Previous cor.cl1.4sion) 

The above is conclusion "B" in the previous sumrnary in regard 

:.· ;--:QSE;-.iKO. The conclusion in this summary is that ~OSE~i.<O cutered 

~i.e then Second Chief Directorate, MVD, in mid-March 1953 and tfiat his 

entry was not only facilitated by but due to the influence of General 

Bogdan Zakharovich KC.T:JLOV. 

Previous st;;.temcnts by NOSENKO and changes relative to date of 

entry into the KGB have been mentioned in another section of the summary 

and will nr,t be repeated here. Eis statements during current interviews 

that he entered on duty in mid-March 1953 as a case officer in the First 

Section, First Department, Second Chief Directorate, MVD, are con-
-. 

sider<:ci adequately substantiated and should be accepted. 

The conclusion of the previous summary (pages 61-74) that 

1'\0SE~KO did not enter the KGB in the manner or at the time claimed 

was primarily based on conflicting statements by NOSENKO as to when 

he entered the KGB (MVD). In 196Z NOSENKO said March 1953 and in 

1965 NOSENKO again said March 1953, soon after the death of STALL'J. 
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ln l9o4, :\OSE?\KO had given two da;:cs in 1952 as 'his time of entry into 

the L<GB in an ei.fort not to aG.rnit thc.t he had iai~ed to grad~.;a~e from the 

Institute of InternationalRelations in l9•i9. 

The previous summary gave considerable weight to the statements 

oi :\OSEKKO indicating tC.at he did not enter the KGB (MVD) under what 

arc considered normal KGB procedures. Pt·opeT allowances were not 

given for posi;ion of the fa.t'her of :\OSENKO, tile :Minister of Shipbuilding, 

and the influence of Generc..l KOiJULOV. An analy;;t can either accf::pt or 

reject the statement of NOSENKO that he entered the KGB {~1VD) through 

the influence of General :KOBULOV; but, if the stc..tement is accepted, then 

the failure of XOSENKO to be required to follow normal KGn procedures 

should also he accepted. A Communist &ocietr or a Soviet ~ntelligence 

organization is :10t and co.:.ld not be ilnmune to idluence by a high official. 

G{;r,cr~.l KOBULO\' a~ o! :11.id-~1~rch 1953 v:ae First Deputy'\:·:.' BERIYA, 

th~ :11.-::inister of the then ~~VD. 

The previous summal"Y raises several ?Dints concerning the 

eligibility of KOSENKO for the KGB (::-..WD). It points out ori page 67 

that other than his undistinguished period of sen-ice with the Naval RU, 

he was no more eligible for a KGB appointment in 1953 than he was at 

the time of his previous :rejection in 1950. This statement is not contro-

vertible and is fully acce:;?ted with the qualification that in 1950 NOSENKO 
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was r.ot s:;>ons·.>rcd by a;&y p.:lrson of inG-..encc as was :.O.c case in 1953 

with G.::neral KO:;:rGLOV who in rnhi-::-.~::.rch 1953 was t~J.e First Dc?u..ty 

i:o BERIYA. 

The previous summury also states that according to KGB 

defector;;. farniliar with the standard.:; in force at the time, no candidate 

was acce:;>ted who had ever had tuberculosis. This is a flat statement 

which it is doubtful any defector or series o.f defectors could fully ;-. -c'="--- :-·-:---. --

substa?_~i~t_e!_!lam,ely, that it never happened. Until and unless it is 

medically proven that NOSE~KO did not have tuberculosis, it is accepted 

that he did have tuberculosis in 1952 and was at a sanitarium -- rest. 

place in Kubinka. It is also accepted that he was an ofiicer in the KGB 

aite1· mid-March 1<;153. The ini1uence of KOBULOV could undoubtedly 

have perrnitzed NOSE • ..;Ko to enter the KGB even though he previously 

had tuberculosis, but the flat statement that no candidate was accepted who 

had ever had tuberculosis is not and cannot be sufiiciently substantiated. 

The previous summary contained a number of additional remarks 

and conclusions intended to si1ow that NOSE:NKO was not eligible for and 

therefore could not have entered the KGB (MVD). Comments concerning 

these will be brief since there is considered to be no adequate basis at 

this time on which to contend that NOSE?Io-.t<O did not enter the KGB 

(MVD) as an officer in mid-March 1953. A comment was mado that 

- _/ 
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i\OSE:'\i<O ciicl not ta«.e a physical examination in connection with :nis 

?rocessl.n1; ior i"~Gi3 entry, and th;;,t such a medical cxan1iT.ation was 

a roui:~ne and mancatory ?art of the processing of a KGB candidate. 

This statement n1ake5 no allm•:ance [or the influence o! General 

KOBU.::...OV; but, in addition, docs not cc:1sider the fact that the ?\aval 

RU dossier on ?\OSEN:KO was avai.i.able to the KGB (MVD). 

The previ<;us s~mmary also failed to note that the MVD wou~d 

.. have h~d independent information in regard to NOSENKO since the ~.f.VD 
. ·-·~· .. .; ~: : __ ;..·, .... _·_..: -~ . 
would have concluded .~my necessary inquiry in connection with the entry 

of NOSE:'\KO into the Naval RU. As of 1953, the MVD undoubtedly also 

t • . -

had a classier .:.n the father of NOSENKO since this was still the STALIN 

era. 

The sUmmary also states that ii:OSEXKO did not comp:ete tile 

n~cessaryie~gthy Anketa b~fore entry into the KGB (MV.U) and did not 

s-p~~-~t~· a~Y:-2~r_s_()nn~Lo_~icers or visit the personnel oiiice. It would 
-------- ------- -------------····-- ··- ----···-··--- ···-

seem that the influence oi General KOBULOV could have permitted the 

elim~nation of mo.st if not all o! the necessity of compl)•ing with normal 

procedures~ but NOSEXKO has cluring interviews stateci that he com-

pleted the Ankcta while sitting at his desk after entry into the KGB {MVD). 

Page 70 of the previous summary states that NOSE?I:KO did not 

know the designation of his own Directorate either at tl:.e time he allegedly 
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tntcred on duty or dur~r.g his first year of KGB service, While 

~OSZXKO has claimcci ~hat the dcsigr.ation of i:.ia Directon.te at the 

time he entered the i<GB (:>.~VD) in mid-March 1~53 was the Second 

Chid Dire:ctora::e ar.d i:hat it subscCiucr.tlyw:.; ,; :cedesignated the 

First Chief Directorate, D:i:R YAIHX '"as st; .. ~,,t~ this reversal oi 

designations occurred in March 1953, 

if7A.LIX ~ie4 J:n barlyMarca 1953 and that same month the 

MVD and the ::1.1GB were merged under the name MVD with BERIYA 

as Minister, BERIYA held this position until his arrest in early June 

195..;, BERIYA was succeeded by KRUGLOV, who held office !or less 

than a year. Yuriy RASTVOROV was recently <>ueried concerning the 

dare o£ the reversal oi the designation oi the FCD and SCD and places 

it as the er.~ o£ April or earl)' ;'v~ay 1953. GOI,ITSYX has indicated th.;;.t 

the change oCCOll·rcd "soon c.iter i.i;e advent oi BZ£\! YA a.s head oi the 

MVD in April 1953. " In the light of our inabilit)· to fiX the effective C.ate 

of the reversal of the designatior.s of the SCD and the FCD, it is 
• 

unreasonable to impugn NOSENKO on his statement as to the designation 

of his Directorate at the time of his entry into the KGB (MVD). 

There is a disagreement between NOSENKO and others as to who 

was responsible for the reversal of designations of the FCD and the SCD. 

NOSENKO is of the opinion that it occurred under KRUGLOV, which is 
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in cor..i:ict with ti-.c: stc..~..::mu·.:s of DERYABIN, RASTVOROV an«:! 
..... 

GOLI7SY:\, all oi • ..,.[,om r:-.a.~.:-.tc:.in that BER!YA was respons~;;,le for 

the changes. As [or the ii>s<:•:! of who was responsiLle ior the reversal 

of desigr.ations, :t -..•:,::l"uk C.?_?c<>.r that NOSEXKO is in error. nowever, 

the fact that he was a new j;;r,ior officer and that this was a period o£ 

upheaval in the KGB (MVD} eHectively eliminates any signiiicance in 

this issue. 

NOSE~t<O is criticized in the previous summary for not knowbg 

the location of the Chief Directorate of the Militia or the history of the 

KI (Committee of Informatio::.). NOSENKO has stated that he had no 

contacts with either oiiice curing 1953-1955 and there is no ac!e<iuatc reason 

to disbelieve this sta.tement. He is not aware of when the KI ceased to 

exist (1931 giver: L t::;.e summary, but oilier information indicates the KI 

contint.:i!o to exist i;-1 a nomir.<:.l capacity until the mid-1950 1sj, but ca.ra 

should be used in s:ating what "XOSEN:KO should know if he held a certain 

position. Readero of this summary may wish to reflect on their own 

memory Cl')!lcerning the location and their knowledge of Agcr.cy facilities at 

any given period of time or when Agency components or relai:ed organizations 

wer·e organized or ceased to exist. 

6 
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7he poi.r.t i-.as also beer. made that an;• career oi NOSL::=-.:i<O 

in the KGo enoU:c.i have ended or he ;;hould have at least encou:r.t.ered 

diiiiculty when his ber.efactor General KOB GLOV, to6ether witn tne 

hrother of General :K03tii..OV, was arre&te:d with the BERiYA group in 

early June 1953. NOSL:NKO has dul"ing current interviews stated that he 

encountered no dillicu~~ies ht&t is aware th~.t the KOBtiLOV cor.nection 

was discussed hy an officer from the Personnel Directory with an 

o.fficial of the First Department. Under other circumstances XOSEi'i'KO 

wot&ld very possii;,ly have encountered dillicult)'·i but, it should be noted 

that the father of XOSEXKO retained his position, that NOSE:NKO only 

met General KO:OuLOV through his father, and that NOSENKO has stated 

t!-,;;,.t although i-.ts fc.~:hcr knew General KOBULOV, his father coW.d in no 

way be considered a member o£ the BERlYA grou:? • 

. . 
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C. X05l':Xl'.:O <iicl r.<)t s~rve in the Amcric.,.n Embassv Section 

thro·..:.cr.ou:: ~he 1953- 1955 'JCric,d as i-.e claimed, (Previous conch;sion) 

The above is conclusion "C" in the previous summary. The 

conclusion in ti1is summary is that =-:OSENKO was an officer oi the First 

Section (American Embassy Section), First De:rartment, from mid-~~arch 

1953 to late May 1955 when r.e was transferred to the Seventh L:>epartment, 

sen. 

This period o! time has beer. covered in detail with XOSEXKO 

duril•g currcr.t interviews. The cor.clusion is that XOSEX.:.<o was an 

oi;icer in the First Section but was not a very effective officer and that ,---- . ··------

both his work and behavior were decidedly influenced by the fact that ht 

was the son o! the Minister of Shipbuilding. NOSENKO is reluctant to 

admit that he was other than sl~gh!_!y lack<!-daisical in his work ciuring 

this pe:.-iod of tin1e, but is not hesitant to admit that his personal be-

havior was such as to cause him to be removed as Secretary to the 

Komsomol unit in 1954 and to cause an unsatisfactory 11characterization11 
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to be pre;;>ared ir. early 1955 which necessitated a decision as to whether 

he wocld be fired irom the KGB or tr;,;nsierred to some other component. 

The infltoence of his family is quite apparent in the above sir.ce 

his father was advised of his diiiicl.4hies ir. l<j54·by an oiiicic..l of the 

i<GB and his mother ir.tercedeci. on his he'h.ali in 1955 with the C.Uiei of 

SCD. 7.ne. result in llj55 was that NOSEXkO was transferred to the 

Seventh Department and not fired from the KGB. 

The question has been raised as to how XOSENKO could remain 

in the KGB when after 1954 he was not a member of the Komsomol and 

was not eligiolc to become a candiuate for the Communis!; ruty. This 

is a valid question but a plausible explanation is again tile {:ict that he was 

the son oi the then Minister of Shi.pbuilcling. 

XOSEX!<O has stated curing previous anci current inter\oiews :i.;,: 

lollowing his entry into the KGB and until circa mid-1954 he was respon-

siblc for work against American correspondents in Moscow. He has not .. 
claimed that he had any successes and has stated tilat the work with news-

paper correspondents already recraii:ed was being handled by other oiiicers. 

NOSE~KO has ex;;>lained that during i:his time he was a "new officer, " 

indicating he could hardly have been e"'1>ected to act as an experienced 

officer. His knowledge of correspondents in Moscow during this period 

of. time, together with his knowledge of other KGB officers and his 
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ir.!ormation concerning his O\\'n c.;ents is believed of sufficient weight 

to acce:;>t tile statement oi XOS:&::.;KQ that work against American cor-

respondents was his assignm(mt i'rom mid-March 1953 to mid-l'i54. 

From circa mid-195~ \.6ntil his tra.nSier to the Seventh .::>epart-

ment in late May 1955, XOSBXKO c~aims and has c'laimed he was an 

officer of the First Section with tile responsibility of work against the 

. Military Attaches {Army) at the 'G'nited States Embas~y in Moscow;. It 

is considered, based on his knowledge of the various Military Attache 

personnel and other collateral ir.formation furnished by XOSEXi:<O, that 

NOSENKO was an office: of the First Section during the mid-1954 -late 

May 1955 period of time, that his pi-i.'Tla.r>• work was against members 

of the Oiiice oi the Military Attache, but that the quality of his work 

undoubtedly left much to be desired. - ---- --· ·-. . ·~ .. 

In eire&. mid-195<;: 8 XOSE:K:KO was removed as Secretary of the 

Komsomol unit and by early 1955 his performance was such that at least 

certain officials in the First De:;>a.rtrnent desired his removal from the .. 
First Department, if not the KGB. Under these circumstances, 

NOSENKO could be critic~zed as having been a very :;>oor if net 

undesirable KGB officer, but his knowledge of the First Section during 

this period of. time and hia knowledge of the members of the Office of 

3 
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the :Military Attache sup?:>:"!s the claim oi ::\OSEi\.7.0 that he was an 

officer of the :Ci n ~ Section with the in<iicated assignment a& related 

by hi."'n. 

NOSZ::\t::O has stated that the work against the Military 

Attaches was not primaril}· directe<i toward develo?ment of recruitment 

possibilities, but was directed toward control of. the Military Attaches 

on trips in order to prevent observation of sensitive areas, sensitive 

si:.es or sensitive activities in the USSR. This attitude by the KGB 

would appear to be completely plausible and NOSE:i\o"KO note<i as 

exceptional in thls regard the recruitment attempt against Ca.?tain '\'/alter 

~1ULE. ;-.;os:C::::\'"..{0 explai::-.ed this exce?tion as retaliation for approaches 

NOSZ~i<O has o.een criticized because he aid not know all the 

details cor.cerning the Military Attaches which it was considered he 

should have known ii he l::.aci the specific responsibility for work against 

the Militc.ry A;;~aches durinz the indicated period of time. It is submitted 

that this may be evidence o: his failure to satisfactorily fulfill his 

4 0001143 



13-00000 

) 
·.....-

.. 

..; ta. .:\lS. 

• !'. -·--· 
. . 

~~··'-·•; ... u..;,..:;.~.,y 

·· o.} • .:: KGB was 

It is .::m:..>iclered tr . .::.: .. - ~ ..... ~.. ~-

... ·• \.,...j.;;;....,_·_t_.., 

.. 

0001144 



13-00000 

.. ,, 

.~ 

''•e:O 

. ~::~· . 

The ei!ectiveness or non-ei!ectiveness of NOSENKO ciuring his 

c;.ssignment to the First Section, First Department, from mid-March 

1953 to late May 1955 can hc;.ve little pertinency in the question of the 

bona fide& o! NOSE:'\iCO if it. is accepted that he actually was an oificer 

in the First Section during this period o! time. It is i~lt that iniormation 

furnished .. by NoSE:i:KO in current interviews and in ;;>revious interviews 

is of sufficient scope and detail that· his claimed service as an officer 

in the First Section during this period of tirne is completely acceptable. 

... 
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D. During the period of 1955- 19o0, ::\OSENKO "va.s neither c. 

scz1ior cc..se officer in, nor Deputy Cl-.ici oi, the Seventh· Departtnent, . ,_ :c 

·.American-British Commonwealth Section. (Pre~ious conclusion) 

The above is conclusion "D" in the previous s~mmary. The 

current conclusion is that NOSEXKO was an officer in the Seventh 

Department, SCD, from late May ! 955 to December 1959 and was 

Deputy Chief of the American-British Commonwealth Section, Seventh 

Department from 1958 to December 1959. 

During current interviews, !\CSE~KO has furnished extensive 

jr.formation concerning his own activities in the Seventh Department 

during the 1955-1959 period. Interviews oi persons who were ti1c subject 

of KGB interest collaterally confirm. that 1\0SEXKO was personally in-

volved in certain claimed activities ciuring 1955 to December 1959. 

These activities include among others the recruitment of Richard Bt::ctGI 

in June 1956, contact with Sir Allen LA!\E ami Arthur BIRSE in the 

summer of 1957, the recruitment of. Gisella HARRIS in 1958, there-

cruitment of ~eorge DREW in the spring of 1959, the recruitment of 
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William Stanley W.iL..BY in June 1959, the rccruitmcmt of David TA YLO:R 

in the summer of 1959, the recruitment oi Gerard ~~~RTEKS in July -

August 1959, and the recruitment of Arser.c FRIPPEL in 1959. The 

foregoing is not a complete list of all cases in which KOSE::'\KO claims 

personal involvement, but is representative oi casPs in which his alleged 

participation has been confirmed by intcr_views with the inoividual who 

was the KGB target.. 

Sir Allen LAKE, Arthur BIRSE, William Stanley WILBY. ar.d 

David TAYLOR were British citizens and the other above-named indi-. . 

viduals were United States citizens. This would seem to substantiate 

the cl<dm of ii:OSENKO that during 1955 - Decem per 1959 he was a.""'. 

officer engaged ~n KGB operations against American-British Common-

wealth tourists in the USSR • 

.in addition, KOSEXKO has furnished specific information about 

an o;>erc..tion against .N~artin MALIA, an American tourist who was in 

the Soviet Union from approximately September 1955 to December 1955. 

Y.ALIA has not been interviewed ar.d <~Will not be interviewed, so at this 

time no particular 1955 case in which XOSE~KO claims involvement 

or personal knowledge has been substantiated by interview of the 

individual involved. 
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i';OSENKO has furniuhcd information on the travel of certain 

United States Government oificia~s. inc;udin6 Congref!&ional rc;>resent-

atives to the t;SSR ir. 1955 - 195o; and the tri;> of Supreme Cou1·t Justice 

William 0. DOliG LAS in 1955 which, w~1en cons it> red with the ;>reviously 

mentioned s;>eciiics, adequately substantiate his .: :C:·.imed service in the 

Seve~th:Dcpartment and work again.st Amcrican-Britis~ Commor.wealth 

tourists d~.&ring the late May 1955 - December 1959 perio~. 

NoSEXKO has stressed that when he transferred to the Seventh 

Department, the Tourist Section had just been established and an agent 

network was no~ . vailaole for o;>erations against American and British 

tourists. This seems quite logical since the inf.i.wc of tour!.sts into the 

USSR. was jm t in,a .formative stage. 

NOS:C:XKO has s;>okcn in detail about an agent network he de-

veloped after 1955 ·which primarily consisted of Intourist persor.nel 

and two homosexual agents, "SID,~ELEV" and "GRIGOR.IY" {KGB code 

names), whose extensive use in L<GB operations has been confirmeci by 

intervie·ws with individuals who were the subject of. homosexual com.-

promise operations. 

The previous summary contained remarks on pages 101 - 150 

in regard to tl>e Claimed 1955 - 1959 Seventh Department service of 

Uti 50 
NOSENKO. To comment on all the aspects mentioned in th fiity 
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pages would be rcpetitiGII.iS and in many instances superfluous. It is 

cc:;.nsidered that even H the statcmer.:s were accepted ~n toto, there 

wc.uld still not be an aclcc.U<at.e basis ior a conclusion that :i\OSE:\"KO 

wc..s not an oiiiccr in the clc.imed ;x.si!ior.s in the Seventh Department 

cl1..0ring the period of late May 195:1 - December 1959 •. ~or is it con-

cet::ed that, ii all the sub-cc.onclusio~s and the interpretations oi'.varioua 

areas of information were a.cccp:ed without qua:i.Hication, there is any 

e"."idence that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB •. However, there 

are certain assumptions anc:t interpr.ctations· which appeared in the 

previous surnrr..ary which are particularly worthy of comment anci which 

are considered erroneous or require additional clarification. 

On page 1:45 ~t is stated that the evidence suggests that ~05£:::\KO 

was an English-speaking specialist in sexual entrapment, not a cou.-1ter-

intelligence officer res;u;,nsible for the icentiiicati::m o£ foreign ar;ents 

amor.g tourists or for the development, recruit.-nent, and exploitation 

of agents for the KGB. The Second Chief Directorate, KGB, and the 

MVD have used homosexual and heterosexual compromise in numerous 

known (and presurnablj' ur..known) successful recruitments ~nd recruit-

ment attem?ts. This activity has not been limited to the Seventh De?art-

ment, SCD; and the innuer,do that :i\OSE:\"KO was "only an English-

-~ speaking specialist ~ sexual entrapment" and not a KGB ~izi.Men 

·,.\ 
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considered with the <!etc;,ilcd in.formatioia XOSEXKO hat; P.i-oviccti on 

Seventh De;,>c.rtment per_so::...r.el, activities, procec:iua:ef!• ·and topics of 

a similar nature is not con&icicrcd to have an~· foundation in fact. 

Page 1'1:5 oi the above summary lists eleven operations which 

were Seventh Department ciil.ses prior to l.9o0 and whidrwere included 

in the notes furnished to ClA in 1964 by XOSEXKO. The named operations 

were those against Bcr:r.ard FECHTER, Patrick PRESSMAX, John RUFE, 

.. 
Gerald SEVERX. Sofia SHATTAUER, (inu} KARLOV. Norman FISK, 

Ralph Y..ATLAW, :.Y...arvin KAXTOR, :Michael GL-..:SBURG, and William 

TARASKA. The criticism made in regard to the above elev~n cases 

was that XOSENKO could not describe the ir.divioual operations othe-r 

than to say that h,e had recorded tile name of the target and such details 

as he could acquire when he rcviewea.the activities of the Sev<:nth D.::part-

•ment in 196Z following his return from.the Firat Department. 

The n~s brought out by XOSEXKO a•·e considered in another 

section of this summary, but it should be noted nere that a full review .. 
o! all of the notes oi NOSZ:\KO currently availabJ.e indicates that his 

statements as to how and why he obtained the information in the notes 

are completely plausible. A detailed explanation of the notes furnished 

by NOSE:.'\KO would almost necessitate a separate listing of the approxi-

mately 150 cases or names mentioned in the notes. 

0001152 
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During current intcn·iews, A'I:OSE:\:KO furnlshed specific 

information on certain of the above eleven cases, inc}uding William 

TARASKA, Berr..a:r<i ?ECH7ZR., Michael GI;>:SBUR.G and John RUFE. 

. . 
It shou!ci ·a~so be noted tnat certain of the cases such as Marvin KA~TOR. 

and William TAR..ASYJ.. were cases in which the tourist was visiting 

relatives' iJl·the Soviet U!'lion acnd thi..t ~OSEXKO has given: a satisfactory 

exii.ana'tion oi how he learned of the KA~TOR case. ~OSEXKO has, in 

discussing his duties c;.s De;:>-..ty Chic£ of the American-B·ritish Common-

wealth Section, also explained that ii a tourist indicated that he intended 

to visit relatives in th.e liSS ,'_, the case automatically was auigned to a 

group of officers in the Section who reported direcGy to the Chief of 

Section and were, not under tile su:;>ervision of NOSE~KO. 

~OSENKO has stated that he noted the names of three oi the 

i•••divid~ls when :ro!ti:rillg the files of "GR!GORIY" and 11SHMELEV," 

two homosexual agents oi ~OS:C::::\1<0 previousl}' mentioned. ~OSE~KO 

has ex?lained that 11SH.M:ELEV" and "GR:&GORIY" had the assignment of 

i<lentifying American travelers with homosexual tendencies, that they 

had contact with numerous Am~:ricans, and that they had homosexual 

activity with individuals on whom they reported but on whom no overt 

action was taken by the Seventh Department. In some cases the individual 

· ....... i 
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was not considered a worthwhile target and in others the information 

w<&s just z:r.air.taincd for ?Ossible usc at a later date ii. the bdividual 

rei:urned to the GSSR. 

~OS:C:::i\KO has also ex?lc..i.ned how he learned ofthe Patrick 

- PRESSW..AX and Gerald SEVERX cases; and, the listing oi the Soiia 

SHATTAUE.R case in ,connection with t4~ 19S5 - i 959 period is in com-

plete error since page 427 of the previous summary contains information 

from NOSEXKO on her recruitment in 1962. During current interviews 

the notes which NOSENKO brou~ht out in 1964 have been discussed in 

detail with NOSENKO. He has given a detailed explanation of the material 

which he brought out and his explanation of all aspects is very convincing. 

The prev~ous summary (page 144) suggested thc.t the invo-lvement 

oi !'OSENKO in certain cases bei::.g handled by other Sections in the 

Seventh Department or by the KGB .:::>irectorate of lv~o.:;cow wc..z>, unusual. 

An examination of the cited cases does not indicate that his participation 

was unusual, but rather that his explanation of why he was involved is 

logical and normal. Ko consideration was previously given to the English 

language capability of NOSE:KKO or the fact that his own homosexual agents 

were used in two of the four cited cases. 

The summary also noted that there was a question concerning 

whether Gisella HARRIS was necessarily a Seventh Department case. 

Q00i1_54 
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This question seems quite superiluous since HA;t.;·; : .. ::.\~as in the 'liSSR 

on a tourist Yisa and "real" tou:rists arc the :rcs;:-o.,:;ii.!ility of the Scventil 

Depa.rtm.::nt. Dc?artmcr.tal rc,;;ponsibility within tile SCD ior an indi-

vicual trc..vc!i:r.6 in ti•c USSR is decided or. the basis of. how the i:radiviciual 

is traveling; i. c., whether on a tourist visa, as :a member of a delegation, 

as the invitee of an organization in ihe tSSR, as ·a iormer diplomat - . . . ~ '. ~ . 

stc..tioned in Moscow, as a diplomat n~i· previously stationed in Moscow, 

as a member of. the Cultural Exchange program, as a student attending 

a uriiversity in the USSR, etc. There arc also various other factors 

which a!iect the determination of which Depa..rtinent or organizational 

component of the SCD has tile responsibility for a tourist case. These 

I. 
factors inclucic wpether the individual is already suspected of foreign 

intelligence connections and whether the individua.l is a businessman. 

·I 
fu addition, certain actu<z.l tourists in the USSR may never become the 

responsibility oi the SC::::> if the individual is of specific interest to the 

FCD. 

• 
On pages 1~8 - H9. 1\0SEXKO is criticized for not knowing at 

least some of the substance of the information furnished by George 

BLAKE in regard to the CIA-M.I-6 program of utilizing tourist agents 

in the uSSR. This criticism completely ignored the fact that NOSENKO 

made several references in l96Z to the KGB having such information 
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althouga he dici then an~ still s\i.spccts that Willicarn VASSALL was the 

.source. The references by i"OSENKO to t'ii.c KGB r..a~ing such inior-

rr.atior. were not developed in 19ol or later interrogc.tions, ;;.r.ci it was 

not until current interviews t'ii..:.t it was established that l'\OSEN7..0 had 
·---------··· 

. actuc.lly se~n excerpts of information. passe~ by Georg':_ BLAKE • 

. According to ;:o.;QSE:XKO, the. ir.iotmation which was ob~iously only 

partial was furnished to the FC~ by the SC:::> and coUld only 1-.c.ve come 

. from an ;;.gent. 

The previous summary (page 149) also notes that in 19ol CIA 

acquired a lengthy 'l"op Secret study on the subject of the use of tourists 

by American Intelligence for espionage and operational support in the· 

Soviet union {docpment was iu::mishcd by GOLITSY:N following his de-

fection in December 1961). ;twas noted that the summary contained 

~references to certcain 1958 - 1959 tourists whom the KGB cou."lter-

.• intelligence identified as Amt.rican agents and noted that :NOSE;o;KQ 

claimed he was Deputy Chief oi the American-British Commo:1wealth 

Section in this period of time and that he claimed the KGB identified 

no American Intelligence ager.:s curing this period of time. \V'na.t later 

is described ae a claim by NOSE!':KO is ~either an accurate reflection 

o! what NOSENKO said prior to 1967 or has said since 1967. 

0001156 
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::-:osE:-.:KO i.a& never clc.imcd to Y,;·,ow all activities again&t 

Amcricc..n travc~cr& in the Soviet ur.ic.n.c:!urin6 1958 -.1959 • .Many 

of tf',ese travelers WO\OlG r.ave ocen the rC:i!ponsibility of a section in 

t'ne: Sevcr.th Dcpart.:T.ent, other t.hc.r. the American-British CommcJ£-. 

we.:.lth Section, or .:.r.other Dcpa:rtmc&•t in the SCD. NOSEA'\KO was 

quite aware that certain of the American touris.ts in 1958 -1959 were 

actit.g suspiciously from a KGB point 'oi view. 

NOSENKO has stated he was c.ware that a document which the 

Seventh Department had l!reparcd and furnished to the FCD in an effort 

to obtain further assis~nce from the FCD in the work cr.gainst touris.ts 

ha,d been compromised b{GOLI7SYA'. ::-:oSEi\KO stated he was not in 

the Seventh Dcpa.rtment when the document .was prepared and did not 

review the document until after ti-.c defection of GOLITSYN and fo:U.ow-

ing advice !rom the FCD to the Seventh Department, SCD, that the 

d...,cument C-ad been compromised. The document furnished by GOLITSYN 

has never been reviewed with ::'\OSE:\!<0 to. determine if it contained 

aciditional information :not in the document which he wo.s aware hcr.d 

been prepared by fue Seventh Department for the FCD. 

NOSENKO has been impugned on his apparent unfamiliarity with 

. a number o£ .cases cited as examples in the docwnent furnished by 

GOLITSYN. In current interviews, however, the descriptiq_~t-~L<O 

10 
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v-1...1.,_. 

-·--· __ :-.;:_· o_·_s_:..._·· :: ~-: c ·_.'·-· c_. -~-·-_· ·_·_ _,..~· .. : 

Sec:::ion <iu.ring 1960 - ~ 901. 

... .- .. - .... .. _: . .: ,,. ___ ..; ... 

. -.~ 

Position in ::::.e SCD, KG.3, a.r:.d th:rou:;:i:lo\4t t:i:le :<GB is i=:-.p;>:-::.a.nt 

from a r.:.o:o.eta.ry point of view as w..::ll as c.. p::.as::ige po~:." of view. 'if 

• 
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I~ is 

- ·.-~ . ·~ 
4'.,J~.''-'J c:-.:.~:·- .... 

. - . -- ' ...... '\,; ,·:::.oO\".' ... ..::.: .. ,:,i: 

-::-:- _.,_ .......... ., .. Scct~v:.:, 

was 

:not replaced by a:n.othe::- D.;,?~,;.ty Chiei w:-:.e:::. :-.e t::-.ar..sierreC. ::o the First 

Sectior., First Depart.~e:::.::. 
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--------------.---- -----·- --·---~-

'!Jt.:.j"...,4.'f c:--.~(;i c.,£ s~~;,~v~~. i....:~t. · .... · ... ; ""l.h·:.'-- ... v_· :. .... ~ :~:. .. ~:c;.;.:d.;.. .. ::J\:_:-,~:.i' c::.:~: ----- ·-- ·--.. 

Sectior.. Alon~ wi;.h ;; .. ;;.s 

contradictio~s. 

------
a:r..ci on t:r.e iss-.;.e oi wi.:.o 'he, XOSE:.'G\0, c:G o:: die .-:.ot re:;;lG.ce e:.::c .-.ot 

wi-.om ::\OSEXKO, :.:r..cider.tal.:y, ciid r.ot ove:r:c..?, was a De?;;.~· Ch~e:: oi 

Section in the First Section before xcs::::x:<::o, a;;d ::-.at i:.e was reS?On-

sible for certain a::eas whicll later iel::. to ::\OSEXKO. 0.-. fr.e ot~er 

oOOitC3 
3 



13-00000 

.. -- .. ... .;~(:.:.,'"\:': .. 0:..~~. 

ail conct!:.-:r.eu. 
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K0'/5:-::;::: .... ,/:..~ . . . :.:.-a: .... :-.. ~(:C, 
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work. 

. ... ---... -a- .. _ 

.sibil~ties c.s iol:ow.;: 
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5 



13-00000 

by ;.~s . .. . . . .. . 
:.;.:.;.t:.J :::-.·. '-=~i:l:: ;; ·~:.. .. :::.~.-.cc. 

and had S\.Opervisory r~spo~sibiJ.itie,;; ior work agai:r.st cede c:~:::-k;.;, -:.:::.e 

matter of. the respo .. sibil~ty oi xos.::::x~o !or wor~ ag;;.;.;-.st co;:;e c:i..;:::::,s 

will be consic!ercd la;;e:::-. Commc:r.~s w:.ll first be ~;;,ce or. the :respo:r.-

sibilities listed in (a) - (cl) above. 

oOOii66 
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' -, ...... -. ,. 
J .... ~:.......~.--. .. -- .. ~::.(: 

,...:.·-
~-

descriptio.;. of his work agair.s:: A:i3IDL-1.X sl:ou!d be co:~.;;~ce::-ed v:::..y .. 

if the statements of XOSEXKO arc acc~?~ed that -:..~i! only c..im of :he 

KGB was to see if coverage oi J!.B:::DI.-\X would leo.d to "ar.cthe::- ?OPGV," 

it follows that such personali.a ~::-• .form.:.tion on ABl:::>:AX would h;;.ve l:a.c 

Q0Ui167 
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l~ttlc i.o: ,· ...... -=.·--....... c ..., ...... _.,. 

.. .......... -- § --

~ ..... ,~-...~ ...... _..:...., 

::\ OSENL<O :-.aC: 

• -: ·-- • ,- •--~-:- w-. ,; .. .....,..._.._,;_-..... , ............... ... ____ .. : _____ -.:--
\..V ................ ""' ..... v ... ... 

·' of. t::ac placing of :v~c~i"~ on the cli)!.i" .. :r;.~ 0.4:c 

has recer.tly been reir.terviewed co:::.ce.::=.:.::..:; ~:.e a';:;ov<:: c..:::.C: :=.-.e .::es-..:.!:s 

invalic!ate the previous CO;:lc:i.usic.;:. ~"-:.at FZ::>O:::<.OV:iC~ cou:.ci :r..c.: ;;-...:;.vc 

treated the clothing anc! effects oi AB!Ul.:\X wii;a Me:~ :;>:::-ior to July i 961. 
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j, ·- '-·1 ~~ L~ ~--~ ./. > 
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responsibility of tfie Seve:c:ta D~recto::a.te w~;cr. .:;".A::,m~~cc re.ports t.::> ::!:.e 
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. __ ..~-

-

FCD 

to achieve any so::t O.i :ea::;o&lable cove::age of .c\:S::J:.._! .. ): c:i.:-rva.C \rvoclC 

certaicly have place~ c.. severe b;.n·cen c.n ::Le ?CD. ?;;,::-:l:.e::-, :'\OSE:\KO 

of li;tle or no prc..c::icc..l value to ~:~e SCD. 
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·. 

. -- ..... -- ... · .... _ ............... _ .. "'"~ 

co~:ic: or cu::-~iusion •. It is 

sir.ce r.is esccurate know:eC~e o:. ::~e ::c~t(: vi AB!D~~ ... ~: c;..::.c : .. :.s a.ct~v::..s 
.' 

l"eG.G tile report. 

XOSEXKO claims :::at ~ne visi~ of .A.BDIAX :o ~!;..:: ?usb~ S-zreet 

c:!earld:rop area led to the KGB settir.g up a statior.a:-y survcilla:nce post 

oOOi17i 
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·"::P 

. . . 
~~;:.;. ... ~~:._:~-

.......... 
...... 1,; 

!\OSEi\KO .:;ince 1953, or Vl<aciis:c.v KOVS~:"VK or G..:::.r..c;.C:;.y G-3. YAZ:-\OV, 

rncr.t. 

su.-nme::: oi. 1961. 

It is to be no:eci that cu::.-i:.:;; the J"~:.;".e ! 9o2 mec:::or.gs XOSEXKO 

was not s;;>eciiically o.s";teci ior ar:y aciC.i~io::c..l i.."lforxr.ai~o:l ::.-egard=g 

any known or suspec::ed intelliger.ce act~v~-.i~s .of ABID:.-\X. B~yor.cl 

12 
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· .. : .. •.·. 

• i:rcrn the rec.:.r<!, w:·lilc lt i.-; c1~::irely pos.;;ib!e that 1\0SE::'\KO ;-..;;.s co:-.-

sciously cxag~erated r.is involveme:.1.t \Yith tr~~.~ v~si: and i;s af-z:.e~:'!:lG:::-"1 • . 
it is also po.ii:O~Jle iliat the evicient cisto:-;;io:::-.s of his c;.ccour.:s of the 

aiiair derive :":-om ho:nest confusion. 

Cu:rre;:;.t interviews a:nd a check of the tapes of previo;.os i.'l~e=-

views leave :;:.o doubtfr.at NOSEXKO was awa:-e 0:. the visits of AB::I:..-\:S: 

to the up_?er Gorkiy Street area ci:-ca March l9ol. These visits by 

ABIDIAN were for cover purposes and preceded his start of operatio:.:al 

G00i173 
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.Ill 

0 

...;;_ 

s .. -.u?, 

to the specific statements c.! X05EXKO rc::ative to ti:GB ir.!e::-.::.:.t in t.i.e 

visits of ADIDIAX to t."l.e U?pe:::- Gorkiy .S:::ee:; a:::-ea. ::::: is also c:.car 

·' circa March 1961 anc h~s s:o.t.::men::s co::::cerr.ini;!'.is·~owlec.;e c;; me 

Pushki."l Street ceaddrop site ai'te:r t}:.c: v;.sit oi' A3:D~-\X to tr..at ,;;~te 

(30 December 1961). 

of XOSENKO concerning A:Sill~N pr~or to }.ost~!e inter:ogation would 

have permitted the clariiication of a:: issaes inc:.\d.ding the above, but 

14 G00i174 
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-../ 

.v 

... - .... - ... & .... ,.... ... ·-..y.;:;....:.. .. ,.-.. v 

------...._ 
?::·-J::,c:-.ly c!~:~ t~~ visi: vi. ... ~B~V:A.:'\ :...:; ?v.~:· .. :c.:.-... :;;:;i;.;:·;:. :..:; ~:. •:.v ,-_'-;;.y ~:.:;..c,:.:.:v..: 

c.i KGB rlispa.tcil. 

C::;:.te right. 

case officer, hut micro?=-.-:me :reports, to ;?rcvent wice ci;:;semi::latio:n. eve::1 

0001175 
withiL the .First Section, '\Vere b:-o~~:.-...t Cailj" to t~e De7~ty c:"7.ief or i::.. ~is 

ab.:;;ence to the c:r.iei' ami ;::;.en were c~stribu~cC: t,:) the indiviC.ual respo:n.;:;ible 

15 -
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.... -- ··-- -.: -·-......... v ......... GL ..... v ... , 

1 
0' 

~t....""r:.ber of qt;.al~i'iecl mo~:.tor-!..-a:ialc..tors. ..,.!:. .. S a. :-esult, a.:~u:rGi:1g to ----------

n1c5t microphones, bt;.t octuO.lly was repo:::'L~Z o::.ly ·those ?Vrtion.s ·.vhich 

cor.Yersations in areas cove:;.<::d b:,• ac:ive :::nicrop:.o::es ,..,.o-.;J.d hav~ bee:::t 

of interest to respor.siblc ofiiccrs oi t:le First Section, OT'G,. accorci~::1g 

to i\OSEi\KO, aid not ?rovide full trar..scr~pts a:::td whea askec to provide 

r..1o:oe gave the routir.c answer of, "we coa!d do so ii we had more 

personnel. 1 ~_!-ccordin.; to XOSEK:KO, the tapes were xr.ai:-.~ainec at 

OTU and could not be furnished to the First Sectio:::t. 

16 
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, .. · 

.... ~ ... ' . ... . . .. 
,~"-· ..... \,. ....... __ 

. . . 
:.;;."l:.:c<:~c:: .. :. ... ·./. 

.,_ .. ... } 

..... v ...... 

to be co;lsiclcreG such as \v:-.. ctl" .. er the c~::'lvc:-sation cv~:c:. =..e ;;~c:'\.eC ~? 

In regard to (c), the C:<>.i:n oi ::\OSZX:KO th<i.; :.c ·wa;; :res?o~;:;i!;)l.: 

:.for maintenance oi the physicc;.l security :;:l ... e on the CniteG Su..tes Embassy. 
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> 

. "'.- ~ ... ........... io:: 

_j 
_- i 

l."l re:;;arC. tc. (ci), 

it is cor.siciereci ......... -
"'••<~>'" 

such a.s a recru~tm.ent or attempted rec::;.:~::r.ent, b-at he cloes r.o;; cla.~::::. 

to have reviewed a,ll the re:;>orts of t:r.e v;;.;;:-~ous o!'fice:s of t:-:.e Fi:-s: 

18 Q0Ui178 



13-00000 

cc.::-.-

c~.rning ti:.eir speciiic 

KGB w<.s 

i;-.terest in connection with xcszx:<J, w:-:.o even t:.o>lJ~ h~ was th.:: case 

GRYAZl'\OV worked a.ctive:y c.gc..inst code c~e:rks, ci~c ~ot nc.ve an .:.gent 

network w!'lich : ... e speciiica::ly 1-.a::.c!ed. Mere use oi c.n ager.t fo:: ::c.?ort-

ing on or a speciiic activ~ty c..~a::-.s:; a partic~!a:r ta:r:;et was normally 

19 0001179 
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_ ...... 

··.:. 

·::~. 

a.::-.G GR.OY.AKOVSK.:Y, 

- :..._·-- ............ 4 .... ,. 

"""-""',.."'V'" .. ..>"'._,"'A"" ... J 

...... .. _: .. ........... ..... 

:-.. '= :;.: .. ~ 

. . . 
:.~ --i.ffii!!'":I.C~:1 

It is c;.uite c:ec;.r ti·,;:.t the -:a:.ow!edge c.::: ::\CS:S::\.1\:C co..-:.ce:rl~~~•.; 
• 

corle c!erks, code :rr.achine mecba::-.~cs c;..:::cl po1.4c:1 cle;k~ w}.o, acco::.::.:.::::.g 

to :'\OSEXKO, were induced in his ta.r;;ets in !9o0 - l9C.l, was r.:::..:c:-:. 

at. the t;nitecl States Zm!)assy during this per:.ocl except; !o:r A:ar::;.:;,x. 

cOOiiSO 

20 
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,:." 

.. , 
;.,.;,.:;. 

to STORSBERG. 

to STORSBERG sir.ce S7CRS3ZRG catcc this as Oc::o:,.:::: 1961, ).;CSEX:<O 

has indicated about Jlu.e ! 9o!, c.:;:;.d i:r.iv:::~a::ion from GOLI7SY).;, ba.sec 

. .;. on remarks by KOVSHU'L<: to him, haci bee;;:;. interpre;::ed as inciicating tl:.e 

21 G001181 
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.. , 
:.:~.· 

to l&.a..v-e ~~en place ~v;::sid~ra.hly ca::ier. 

1961. 

The best est.i..~a:e possible G.~ this tir.:le ii; t;....a,-;: ~.:.e a.;>proi..C ... "l :v 

with the approximate cc..:;..~.g of t:h.e app::-cach !>y XOSZXKO. b t}.e i;..;;;e 

of this approximation oi the date oi. the approach to S70RSBE:<tG, :.tis 

0001182 
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.............. 

~ 
·' ., .......... -- ....... :,. 

..... co. .......... "" w,"' ....... co. .. 

! 

. . . 
:.....-..:v::.."'n~::..c:::.. 

.• i 

actually was be:X.;; o:rc..~::.ed "oly ST03.S3Z~G a.s a. s-.:.bstitute, 

not a. replace1ne::.o:, evca ti:.ou;n r...is p:ri.-;;.ary assig:unent 

0001183 
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.... ....... 

' ~: .. : ~ ~ -~· 
... • ........ ...c;.. ... <~' 

---,---~--..,\...:.. ... .:::.....:..,;·\o.j 

._ ... vv.-..... 

and he ac:hnit::.ed ir.volvemen;; i:;. th:ee hc;:;::.osext:al ir.ciC.e:cts, 

0001184 
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(xcs;:.-x.x.c/ o..;;;>era. <:a ';;o<c..t ::~ - -

that this occur:rcci lt.'!ss 4 ... c ..... 

the o.bse:r:ce of ~-lform<.tio;: to 

et.'"ld tele.?'houe tc..ps, the KGB had conch:.cec ~a.t KEYSZRS 

had not reportea :receipt oi the ci.e.fectio:::. le=:er a:ad t:-:.e:re-

iore had ciecided to ap?:::-oc..c'h KEYS::2?..S ,,.. ~e air?ort. !:l 

view of •'he short time betwee:::. KEYSZ::lS :::-epo:::-t of receipt 

2.5 
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• 

.... ~ .... -- ... -- ---- ·---~ ... - ....... ..~..., ..... ....... "'&'•"'"*\,..··· 

: .... i- .... - ~ _: __ 
- ..... u ................... <tJ...A 

Tl:.e previou;; s~"'lu-nary stated fhat t:.-.e above ir.cicient had bee::. 

described b]- KOSE:\:KO bl.:.t in cor.r.ection wii:=. attempts to entrap ;.;;seph 

MORO:\E m 1960, r.ot ZUJUS i."'l 1962. 

!""'\- ..... -"\.I . • .. 
~ 
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ......... ~~~ 
::1 

;·i 
·''I 

po:::-ted that s:i::..e wo.s c.:~e:::-ieci about ~e::.- passpor:: at Ame:;;~co.:-. nouse o.::-• .:1 

as a result tr..e i<GB retu=.r.ed her to East Ger:'i.'"'.any wi~"\Vt.;.\: iu:-ther 

m tr.e same t.i:rr.e pe:::-~o~ as the "P...A::S::\A11 case; i.e., 1960 - 19bl. He 

'has· never .:;~ggcstec o.:::-.y connection with ZUJUS, nor is there reason 

to asst:me taa.:. be coulci be referring to the ex?erience of ZtiJUS since 

"--'. 
this took place in the s..:..-::..-r.er of l9oZ, a.!'ter XOSENKO hac! left the 

A.-nerica.n Em'!:>assy Sec::.on. oOOi187 
2.7 
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(-

z-:.;J';;S. 

ager.t cf GRYAZXOV was to be p:aced o:::; this ~::o.~ a~ Vybo-:g af:.::r ;;!-.e 

ar.d KOSOLAPOV was also to become acs_'l<.ai:::;~ed wi:::.. JEXXZR.. 

· ~QSENi:<O has stc..teC. that the ope::atio:::; W"-S successiul, t::.c;.t both 

KOSOLAPOV a~ci t'he icma.!e a:;ent made the ac-:..:.ai:::;;a:::;ce oi JEXNZR. 

2.8 0001188 
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. ·.~ 

.... _ ... . 
..... c... ... .. .... v~; .. ,. 

~ - - - . -
6-.. ~- .. ·,;,.:...:.:.·:::.. 

'. . . 
c:.. .. e~:.ve:;., .. .£.:..:..:..~~ •• 

co~riers. 

.. 
of XOSOLAPOV. .;...::;:~o~gi-. 1<0SOLA...?OV w<'.s ap?~·ox~:-:-.c..:ely 34 ye<:.:& oi 

appearance he was m-.1ch your..:;.e: ar.d ::t.a:: he coula }.ave yass.ed as a 

university student. 

__ j 
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...... 8 •• .. .::_:-.:.~-.. \:.. . cv: ... ;. .. :: .. c:.."il: ........ v .. -

....... -_ ..... 
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NOSEXKO, however, it is r.oo. c~ea:::- who tiA.c: "l:>oy sturler.<." was: wh~o:h<:~· 

this someiAow was KOSO.LAPOV. or v:hethe:r i: rr:.c..y have bee:::. so::r.~ 

ot.~er person entirely. Gu011SO 
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i 9o0. GOLlTSY::-: reported th<>.t :.n X.::vem;;.e;- 19&0 t'he nels~::.:.d. ZG3 

Rcs~dency ;-eceived a ca.ble from Mos·ccw acivisi:::.g that an A.-ne:-ican 

cocie clerk would be arriving L'"'l Hels~ki e::1 :::oute to Y.oscow ax:.d C.at 

0001191 
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:o Y.c·scow. 

Zave reSu1teC:. ir~. a staccc£siul recn:d.tme;-.t.. 

• F:ai on ZO M<r.rch 19o2.. referred to the c..bovc "SCD c..i'!ice: i:om t!-.e 

Embassy Section" as {!nu} ZZXXIX of :1:.e American De::;a:::::ment. 

of SERGE.ZV (SERGZYEV), b-.:.t was ur.a:.:c ;o iu:r:-.:.s};. a ;'!rst na::::.~ ar.C. 

p<itrcnymic fc..r SERGZYEV. GOL!TSYX reic;-red to (i'nu) ZEXX:."i: '-S 

being from the American Depa::-tment, SCD. 

It is considered that there is no dm.:.b: t:!>at the (ir..-.:.) ZZXK!X 

referred to by GOLITSYX is the ir.div~ch:.al of t."-le sa.-ne last nc....-ne 

3Z 0001192 
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,. • a ~ 

:;.;.:"":-.:~.-. .:::.::... 
r.c..s 

•• .. ! ... 
......... <:> 

poiz;.t, ZE:XiC..'= was in t:O.e Sccc::::.d Sectio:1, not t~e First Section, i:-. 

l9o0 - 1961. Ee was not Ch.~ef of the Sectio~. but orJ.y a Se~or Case 
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~OSOl...A?O\' v;c:-.. t i':om )l.oscv"v ;o 
_.. .. . .. 
r•~i;•ii ;.;-;. .. "-.:. 

··.: 

\\'AS on the sd.me tra.ir'4 as GARLA:Xj) ;:-c:-i.. r;e!sinki to Moscovv. :t :,:; 

to Helsinki m :1\ovember !960. 

".:;:'ravel for an SC~ oHicer o-.;;;,;;;~de t.":.e USSR o: Bloc cou:r.:::~.?:.> 

ooo11g4 

cr-pl-if 
uL!...~ 1:.... ~ 
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<::o.c~ :ri? mw:;:: .:~vc s;;ec~:~.: :-:.~ 0:·a~:cv..:: c:..::; • .:,~·uvc...:. "';hc_r~C. ::.;..e ,._·::.i...::.-
. . . . .. . . .. 

the ZOSOLA?C V -C.i\ . .:1Ll-~XD 

. of GARLAND. :r.e woulei ilc:.ve i>een c..wa::e of it. 

. . • 

1960 o:r 1961. XOS.EXKO himself. was out of Y.oscc..w or. a tri;; ~ . ...... 

fron.i 15 Xvv~=--&~~er 1960 :o c;.:rca i.7 Dcccn:.bcr ~';C:,V. ThC poios~::,~~:::;.J .. 

As with U:.e JEKXER-KOSOLAPOV case. lt ::.s not possible at 

·, this time to reso:.ve the c;liscrepancies :?e:-tair..ing tc t:.c GAiU . ..AXD-
J 

KOSOLAPOV td.:_:l. The fact that NOSEX:KO denie;o any k::.o,ylcc;;;p<rft - -· · - . GvUl.l.~~ 

35 
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·Pages 193 - 199 ·of the previous sc.rr.:::.o..r' co::-.tcdn ·an accou::.t of 

KGB activi:y against code cle-rk Josep1". :V.C:.:tOXE irom various sot:.rces. 

inclt:.ding ::'\OSEXKO. XOSEXKO first mc:-.~:o~ed the c.:..sc in lct6t.. 

According to :'\OS:Z~KO, t~e res?vr.si::.lc c<lse o:"ficcr for wo::'k 

ag<.ir.st ~!CRONE was KOSOI...A?OV. When:.:: was learried that Y-07<.0::'\:S 

~-: UB (the Polish Security Service} ior c. ien:ale: ?olish a:;:ent to co::-::-.e to 

:·Moscow and travel from there to Warsaw or. ue same train .as MOB.OXE 

and BEGGS. The:·:mtent was for the agent. eit.'-ter on the train or St;.b-

. --
: sequently in Warsaw,- to meet and compro:r:!ise MOROX.E"selotual!y. s:::.e 

~ . ~ . 

36 
0001196 



13-00000 

.... ~ . . ...... ~. 

XOSEXKO. That summary citeC: o:h<: :rave::.'?: XCSEXXO to C~ba c.:-• .! 

case. 

XOSEXKO has stated that KOSOLAPOV met. tile ?olish female 

.MOROXE and BEGGS clc.;•arted Y.oscow o;:. lZ Xovembcr 1960. It is ~~ot 

2\0SE::\40 departed Mo:;cow on 15 Xovembe:: 1961) io~· Cuba. '7~.e 

c..ctivities described by XOSEXKO a:.c tberciore possib:i.e with:..~ ~•e 

k.~own time frame. 

It is clear that XOSENKO in 1902 exaggerated 1-~s perso:::.al role 

in tne MORONE case, particula:ly w::-,en he stated t:-:at 1-.e, XOSZXKO. 

placed the female age:::.t on the tram. ~OSEXKO :::.ow clearly states tr.at 

.j 0001197 
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tra.i."'l. ar::-ivel 

after :he re!uti-.. ed rro::l. C&bea.. 

discredit him. 

Page 198 oi tr.e prev~ous s\.&.-nrna:::-y cc.ntains t:h~ stato.1rner:.t that 

M.OROXE, when intervicw<!c, denied ha.v'.r.g be-.!n i~•timate with Sv..:;tl<l.::a 

• 1\'ANOVA, a KGB a~e:!t em?loyec at t~c .·\::-::.ericar. Hous~. ::\OSZ:::G<O 

or heard concerning ~:OROXE (pa.;;c 1 '.i.Z}. 'i'll.c sur;-. mary, :r.owever, 

and with Ella UMA::\ETS, c.lso a KG:O age::t employ.:.:. at t'b.e Arr.ericc..::-. 

House, and commc••ted that ~OSEXKO there!ore was apparent!.y ur.aware 

of the sexual involvement oi MO.:KOXE with "IVAI'\OVA1s friends. 11 

.. ' 

0001198 
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militiam.a.n/KGB guarc! at the l,;ni.:.ed S:a:<::> ~:::::ii:.assy ;;:-:.c.t lV.A"XOVA, 

been 11in the city, 18 then .return~d to L:.e 11i~c...t 11 o! one oi ~e Mo.ri:" ... '"'s 

of lVAXOV.A in 'iuestio:l h-. the eyes c:I ~~e Z'i:;-st Sec:;.;;m. 

According to tr.e previous su:r.;:r::ary, XGS~"XKO ;;tated :;::.;,;;; ?i.:;tro 

CECCHI, Italian coo&. a: t}.;.e .Arner~ca:l Err.bassy and a;;en;; of KOSO.:...APOV, 

s?ecific that CECCHI h;:,.d rcpor:ed about Y.OROXB. ':;:'hoe sun--.lr.ary c.lso 

states that :V~ORONE was sa:d by other Ame::-~can Embaasy empl.:.yee.:; 

to be a close friend of CECCHI and that MORO:S:E had admitted b!ac~ 

market money exchange.:; with CBCCHI. 

During current interviews, XOSE!'\KO ;.as stated that CECC~I 

furnished "pieces" of i..-llormation concerning MORONE, but he, :i'\OSE.'\.i:-::0, 

0001199 
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not 

1961 at the apartment of ?arwa: cl S;:..).Z!...Y, ;;.;:;. ZJyptia~-r.ational KG:S 

i 

agent of the Sixth Department who was also rc;;>ortin;;: on A.-r:.ericans, 

aud v-"a.S intirr.ate \'.lith one in tt.is a;?nr::nent. 

having met _some Soviet gi:!s a;; the a::;>art:.-::J.e;:J.t of Sanvat, but there i.;; 

no indication that he acimittecl or ti&c.t anrone cl:;e has reported that :~e 

was inti.""nate with any of them, The co~~c:i.~s:.or. oi the previous sumr.-:.a::; 

ir. this regard was basco on a rnis:.:::;:c:p;:-\!tc.tio;-.. Accorciingly, si1;.ce 

there is no reason to believe that a::.y comp:or.-.ise incider.t t.:>ok plc..ce: 

in ti:;.e Sa:.·wat apartment, the story oi XOSE:\K.O on this matter is c.:>::.-

sidered com;;>letely acce;;>table. 

G0012GO 
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perspective: 

{a) ::-,..:a\!ricc ZW_-\X.:::i - ZW.A.XG was ic:e~~iiiccl by 

A\OSE:\:i<O a.o <• code cle::-k who was actively "wo:-ked c:::." 

cia:di•g 1960- 1961. 7C.e ?:cviou;:; ::;ummary s-..ggesteC. 

.against ZWAXG was fr.c:.ciequr.te. First, repo:ti."lg of. 

NOSEXKO on ZWA:'\G co:::.:O.ineci no reference to the 

::-clationship oi ZWAXG witil hi.o :-:.1aid, whom XOSE:\:KO 

in another case !:.a;; iC.e~~~i~eG. as a XGB age;·.:. Althougb. 

Z\'iA:'\G der.ieci sexual :o.-:latior.s with his ma:.d, i1e did 

admit to some ir;.timacie:; with her in her ar-a::tn.er.t. 

During polyg:oaph exam~tion ZWAXG reacted when he 

'c0012C1 
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kn ~ - ~ c~~c--- • ~ ' · · · own .. :::om .Ku.il agent ..;:......, ..-.... 1 ~ ro:n. t::.e recorc., .now-

ever, it appcc.rs tl-.at tl-.e <!calinJS oi ZWAXG \vera not 

· .. directly with CECCrii, but rathc::- fr.roug;!-. other Emhassy 

unaware of t1~c involvcmc:;~t o£ ZWAXG or, as NOSEXKO 

himself stated he suspected, CECCRI did 1:.ot re&~ort all' .. 
details of his currency ope:::c.tions to his .i:(;JB h;;.nc;4er. 

{b) Joh:l 7A Yl..OR - XOSEXA:<O icier.t~£ied 'I"AY.LO.tt 

as a State Dep;;.rtment code clerk and tar;;ct oi KOSO.:..APOV. 

The KGB was aware of the involvc&.ler.t of TAYLOR with 

his Soviet maid, but no atte&.lpt was made to recruit TAYLOR 

····, 
._.) 

before his depa~tu:re in early 1961 since to do so might 
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·. 

the nperation at;c..ir.st STOaS:3Z3.G was u:::.derway before 

TAYLOR bcca:ne invo!ve.: with his maid. Fur:::her, i:; is 

appareo.t that the KGB cl~d noi: abanco~• ir.terc:st i:;-. TAY:..OR. 

since he was a:;?:;?:::'oached c.t a later date out:>ide the t;SS.Ll 

on the basis of. hi:» prcviou-3 afiai: with 1-..~s maid in Mosco,v. 

KOSOLAPOV or GRYAZ::'\OV. Acco:::-~i..-.g to :'\CSE:'\KO, 

nothing "intcrestinJ" was learned c.bout DAY c.nc no C?e•-.. 
ational measures were taken agair.st DAY. The p4cviol4.;; 

sumzr.ary noted that in Jul}' 1961, DAY trc.vc:..:d to t'he 

Caucasus with his irier.d and former overt CI..£\. employee, 

Agricul:Ural At~che G. Stanley BROW!\. It was also 

stated that tile two were un.C.e:::- surveillance by iive persons 

43 
OU012C3 



13-00000 

... __ 8,.. 

..... t;:. ...... 

who travels in tne t;SSR is the res:;;o::£::;~;;,i:ity oi ti-.e lc.cc.l 

KGB organizatio:1, :r.ot the SCD. It wo;;.:C: CO._?:?ear :l-.at tr.e 

local orgar.izc;.tio:l was try:.ng to do a thorcn.•.;:::. job o:. DAY 

recal!ecl a tri? which proC.~.;.c~cl no rcsul~s. 

{d) Rohc:rt DWE:...:.. 'I - i\OSE:'\i<O h<-o; re:at.::d iL cor.-

sidera.ble detail the e:iforts of :::\OSE:\i<O, GRYAZXCV a::.ci 

KOSOLAPOV to involve B.obert DWELLY, eo. cocie c~e;;::c: i:r. 

Moscow irom Ap:ril 1959 - ;.:.ly 1960, in a i:.o:r.os e>.. ..... l com-

promise operc..tio:1. Accorcli:1g to :::.,ZQSE::'i:l\:0, a homosex~l 

agent of GRYAZ::-\OV was of the opi::lion DWELLY was a 

homosex-tolal. 

G0012C4 
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"~-o-ose~~·a'-::.. ~ ,._ .. o~ G""'" · Z'"OV--- .. -s .. ,· -"'!-='- ,. v -­•• a.•A ..,..,... • cL.:;C••t.. • •".A. A •' ca.<:~~:.C:JJ ...,. ..... ,j,J\ ... __ ,.. G::l> 

c..s rcflectin;; c.civcrsely o.:. XCSZ::Xi.<.O. 

r.oo:ed that XOS:SXKO hacl s;.c..tcd t:-:.e KGB had tr:.erl to l'-4rc 

GAFFEY h.to downtown Moscow, \:.s~-.g Svc::la:la IVAXOVA, 

an agent of DZY.KI.."'\ in t}.e Arr.e::ica:l House. 

By way of commc:lt, ::he p::evious su:-.-1..-na::y stated 

t'hat GAFFEY arrived i:l Mc.scow i.&September !961 a:ld 

that Fred KADE.R.A had repo:-ted .;.at GA?:CEY had told hlm 
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·.~ 

should be c:: onsidcrec!: 

latter part oi Dec.:!mber l Sbl :r.e was pa::;; ti:-. :e 

in the First Department anc! part ti.""Ue in th~ 

Seventh Departm.er.t, and tr..at he reportec! full 

time to the Seventh D.;::pa:-trn.·~nt af~er ::-.:ew 

Years Day 1962. 

(2) In addition to o;he i:r.iorrr:.ation p::evio<.;.:sly 

mentioned as fur-nished by GAFFZY C:urL--.g i.:i.ter-
• 

view, GAFFEY also stated t;:.a:; he we.s first 

intimate witn IVA"XOVA in his room on 27 Decetr.ber 

1961 and was also inti:nate with he: later on three 

occasions at her apartment. According to GAFFEY, 

IVANOVA told r.im oi ner pregnancy about l May 
_) Q00i2G6 
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, 
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was that his ir.iorrr.c.tio:n ciici o.ot Si.A&::ain j:-..i.; clc.:.m to hc.ve oe.en Depv.;y 

Chief, First Sectioo., C't' }-.is c:aim that he personally r,evi«:wec the KG.3 

r.icrophor.e mor.itoring :reports. Comm.r:o.::s have been mace i.-,. t.'lris 

S.\!mmary in regard to !:C.is p:evious conc!t:s~o:;.. 

A few rcrr.ar~;;, it i:; b.e:i.ieved, wia <.ssist in a fuller \.: .. m:!ers!;:!.~· ,·:-

oi t:iu~ microp}:.one mat::er. L-. tbc material b::-ou.;~t out by XOSE~KO .;. •• 

1904, there was a single sheet oi. ?O-pe:- co:nta.ir .. ~ng on or.e siCe l-.c..:-.. d-

·written r.otes wi;.ich :i\OSEX:i:<:O icien::ii~ed as a l~:;t of tne ac:ive mic::o-

p:.oncs (those which we:e beir.ci :;-,;onitored} in ..;,e U'r.ited States Emoas;;:;. 

This list is given on page 227 of the: previous sum.-nary and need not be 

:r.?:pcated here. The acquisitio:1 of this list by XOSE:NKO was character-

ized in the previous surr..mary as smgular c:.-.d it was stated that NOSE~:i:O 

0001207 
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. . cur ri::-.:, A;-.;,:: ;.'"'v;..<.\V ;>, 

I 

! 9ol Vladimir -· :?Z:raov. 

for use a.ga.inst ta.rge~s of }lis sectio:1. NOSEXKO uses :?-.c ;;e:::-":n "?oint" 
.. ' 

i 

was a trar.scri?tion-trar.slatio:l ?roblem. 

According to :'\OSE::\!<0, most oi the available "po~nts" were 

;;.ssig::ed to the First Section to cover r.-.icropho::1.es ir. fr.e t;r...;.teC. S!c.tes 

Emoassy. The Chief of the First Dej)CL:!:n1e::1.t, V~aciimir A. :<LYPl."'\, 

held a meeting a.ttended by KLYPI:;..;, Cr~ef oi the :='irst SectiD::l. Vladislav 

KOVSHUK, VladL-nir !. PETROV, anC. ::\OSEXKO, the ?urpose oi which 
0001208 
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a.r.d CHER::\ETSEV were o.fo':ic..::s of tne Seco:::.d Sectio.-.. 

XCSE::\KO s:a.:ed ::.c ic.ew r.othir.g r:::.o:e abo~t i.l:e ic.;;.:: no::.-5.-::.vic-: 
.. 

..-"' .... -.. ........ c::. ... 

he could not be posit:v.e oi t1-"'e Cate oi the meeting othe:: ~an ::ilGt ~: 

occurred while KLY?.:X was C~iei o£ the First Depa:-t.--ne::::.::. (Accorci::..; 

to NOSEXKO. KLY.?:..."\" wa.s s'l4cceeced by Sergey M. FZ::IGSEYEV a.s 

Q0012C9 
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.:.:. -;; .? • .'::' :x. 

·' 

loose r.otes i.."l t:.e no;;eboo~ &o t:;.a.;; the ••ote~oo~ often o.ctec as a i"ile 

l;..a.;; stated that wher. he ::.e.;:; t~e First Sectio:::. J.e ;;ook va:rio~:> :.lotes 

w'ith hina to :he Seve:::.th :::>epa:::-;.;-:::.ea; these incl;.;cec notes he }:ac draftee 

co:.lcerrung cer·•ain F~rst Section act~v~Ucs i.or 1:se in briefi:::..;; FEPOS:S:.":::v 

GOU12i0 
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~ ...... D .... • -.;,- ,~ ................. -... ~ . 

.,. ~ • .., • .': ..... •., ., e .. . .~ .............. '-- ........... 

in the :Cir&t Section; e. g., .-.. ;.s :· .. v~ca _ 

E.--nba.s sy. 

XOSENiCO of the KG.3 cry?tologic a.tt4ck o;;. t;:-.:.:eG. S:ates Embassy 

6 

comrrJunicalio;:".~..s, t:1.c previous st.ar.mary irr,.p!~~s ~:there is svme 

rea<i:.r.g e:~ciphered comrr.;,mica:io::::.s oi th.;: Service .A:tc..ci'Aes; howev.;:r, 

he said tho.t fue Eig:-.th Directorc..<:e {the 'l:n~;; oi. ;;he KGB re.;;?oAl;;ible !or 

communicc..:ions i::::.tercep: ar.d. cry:;-::ologic a::::.c;.:,-sis) wo.s reaciing some 

Ur.ited States Embassy traffic. While it i,;; o;::;e::::. to c:;.uestic::::. to what 

extent knowledge of successes o£ the Eig:':lth Directorate would be known. 

(001211 
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~.... .. 
....... ~!~;;; 

wa.s CIA, but he has :..ever ic.:::r.tified ~:c:;.;.::::;::..:. as C:A. St:.rc!.y K0\'.5:-:t;:K 

:.U.aw MO:lELL was CIA but why ::'I:CSEX.KO ~:; no: aware Y.ORELL w;;.s 

CIA is not kr.owr.. It 1-.a·s already been .c:,;ta.ill:.shed, :.ow ever, tha: 

XOSEXKO, G.o :>e;>Uty Chief, was no:: awc.:e of all o;: o:}1c aco:iv~:ie.; c;.i 

KOVSH'V.K. 

As regards son1e oi the other listed incivich:.a.!.s, a. -iew :-c:-:-:.c..::.-s 

(a) XOS:i::::'I:KO has ;~.ever ir.ciica.::eci ar.y ~:;:.owleC.ge 

• 
Pc..ul GARBLER was CIA, ar.d ye: GA3.3LER was E><:.:;:e::.y 

Moscow. It is presmr.ed that tile FCD furnished the SCD 

at least basic in.fo:matio:::. that Pat:.l GA..'=tBLER was 

"American Intelligence. " GARB:::..ER., how eve::.-, did not 
0001212 
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.... ~A 

to :XGSEX~<O ~ • .:l ~\:v:S .:~.:: ;.o~ sus~.::c: •:.c.;; [ 03 
] .we.;,. ... c!A o;;;.c.::::-, yc: :-:e was a c:.-\ c.:::.c.::: • 

.. J:t WC...i> clloO Stc.::.cci traa.t[ 03 ]:c:;..:;::-:c<! [~c ?4c.:i..::~:cc 

' 

.I J 

may ;x>ssibj,y be r.;.ore c.. re.Gection oi :-:is pcrsorial cor.cc::-:u 

03 ] .vas cor::rec~ly ic.::r.tiiiel: by 

xos.:::xr..o as CL'>.. \'/il!iom liQi\..B .. ~:... Y \V4S 

or cooptee. 

\ci) Lewio BOWDE:.-.:, who wo..-o r.o~ CIA, was, accorcE:-.g 

to XOSEXKO, suspecteo oi oeing a C:.-\ officer. 

George Pe:.yne W:XTERS, Jr., has stated. t.':c..t 

KOVSHUi.< warned WIXTERS that BQ'.\"DE:-: was t~~e "£'31 

officer" in the Embassy. ':ne Chcre:;ar.cv Pape•s indicu.:e 

~ G0012i3 
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. . ~ 

BOWDEN with auapld.on., 

Uou 111.111 to w!u:Lt the KGB bowe, lt lis pouiblo Ua .. •at (a) eM. KGB cUd eot 

ao.· of dae CIA aU\UaUot.t ol tbsae people, (b) t:M WonM:d.oG bon 

tl!e 1960 trip of NOSENKO to C\Wa ADd hb 1961 trip to Bup:rrl.a. WUh 

Q0012i4 
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against STORSBEaG was reachinl,i a climax ar:.d his subordinates wc:::-.:: 

"a.pparcnt;y p!annin:; to ex;:>loh KEYSEa5 1 newly-ciiscovered vu:.r.e:::-ability," 

it would int::ica::e ti-.at the prCSC:1CC of XOSZX:KO in ::\-:oscow WG.S cis-

• ;:>•msable. T:hcre was, however, r.o .::vidence that XVSEXKO C.ic ::o;; 

account of the purpose of the tr~p was u::true. 

As to the STO.ilS5E.ii.G case, wl:ile it cannot at prcGent be ?:."cveci ... 

tl1at the recruitment pitch took place before XOSEXKO left for B·..;.:ga:ia,· 

it can be stated, on the basis of reporti."lg irom )1..03.0::'\E, that it had to 

have taken place before the time NOSEXKO returned fro:n :Oul;;.:.ria. 

Since no serious c;.uestion has ever been raised concerning 
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potentially vulnerable. l.:.ntil jl.:.st beiorc: t:-:.e pitch was :r.4C.e. 

In short, there: is no reason to bc!ieve that tho! a.ccour.ts by 

::'\OSE~i<O of. his tri:;;s to Cuba and to Bl.:.lgar:.a are r..c.t esser.tially true, 

or that ii they are tr.:.e ::hey necessarily re::~ect on his cl;;.i.-n to ho.vi.'lg 

been su?ervisor of cocie clerk O?erations • 

. • 
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F. NOSEXKO's claims, that in 196Z he was Chief of the 

American-British Commonwealth Sec:ion and wa.;; ~hereafter a 

Deputy Chief of the Seventh Depart.'nent, arc not crec:iible. {Previous 

conclusion) 

The conclusion of this summary is that NOSE~"KO was Chief 

of the American-British Commonwealth Section (First Section) from 

January 196Z to July 196Z and that he was a Deputy Chief of the Seventh 
T 

Department thereafter. 

NOSEiliKO has stated that, although he was offered the position 

of a Deputy Chief of ti1e First Department, SCD, by Oleg M. CRIBANOV, 

Chit:!, SCD, and althc.1.4gh an order h<A-cl. been prepared and was in the 

·, Personnel Directorate, he declined the proffered position. 

According to A.'\OSENKO, he knew that Sergey Mikha}·lovich 

FEDOSEYEV, the Chief of the First Department, did not want NOSE::-."KO 

as a Deputy Chief, but instead wanted to promote Vladislav KOVSHUK, 

then Chief of the First Section, to the position. FEDOSEYEV was 
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willing to promote)'\OSE);KO to the position of Chief, First Section. 

However, GRIBAi'\OV did not wish to promote KOVSHUK and NOSE~KO 

considered that under the circumstances it would be better for him to 

return to the Seventh Department rather than to become a Deputy to 

F.EDOSEYEV who wanted KOVSnvKas a Deputy. 

Vlaciimir Dmitriyevich CnELNOKOV had offered NOSENKO the 

position of Chief of the First Section. Seventh Departm.ent, pending the . 

reassigrunent of BALDI~ to Germany at which time NOSENKO would 

become a Deputy Chief, Seventh Department, replacing BALDIN. The 

above explanation of NOSENKO seems plausible and credible and indi-

cates that GRffiANOV, the Chief of the SCD, for reasons best known to 

GRffiA~OV. was assisting NOSE~KO in his career in the KGB. 

This section act1.<ally covers two periods ~the claimed career 

Qf NOSE~KO; namely, January - July 1962. as Chief of the First Section, 

cmd July 1962 - January 1964 as a Deputy Chief of the Seventh Depart-
·' 

ment. Since NOSE~KO was in Geneva, Switzerland, from March to 

June 1962.. he actually cannot be seriously faulted for not having de-

tailed knowledge of the activities of the First Section during January -

July 1962. The previous summary (pages 2.68 - 2.91) contains remarks 

in regard to the January - July 1962. period, including the period oi 

March - June 1962. when he was in Geneva. Four specific tourist cases 
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are discusscc! in the previous summary: the cases of Wallc.ce Everett 

Joa~so~. William Carroll JO::-.:Es, Xatalie mz::-.:sTOCK, and Horst 

BRA'(;::-.:S. Ap;>arent cor.ilicts between inform01.tion from NOSE::-.:KO and 

information C.erived from subsequcr.t interviews with these individuals 

were cited as evidence impugning XOSZNKO. It is not believed that the 

;>revious comments concerning these cases consti.tute any substantial 

evidence that XOSE~KO clid not hold the claimed position of Chief oi the · 

First Section, Seventh De;>intment, during January -July l96Z. That 

there were KGB operations agai.nst JOHNSON, JONES, BIENSTOCK and 

BRAUNS has been confirmed through interviews by the FBI of all four 

individuals. 

A few additional remarks in regard to the above four cases. are 

warranted, not because it is consider·ed that there are any substantial 

discrepancies bet\vecn what NOSENKO has said and what each. individual 

stated when interviewed, but because they may provide additional clari-

Hcation. 

In the Wallace Everett JOH:i.liSON case, it was previously noted 

that JOHNSON arrived in Moscow on 31 December 1961 and that the KGB 

operation against him occurred on 5 January 1962.. The summary sug-

gested that the short lapse of time indicated that the homosexual tend-· 

encies of JOHNSON were known to the KGB prior to his arrival, contrary 

to the statements of NOSENKO. NOSENKO during curQ:fJf~l~ews . 

3 
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ha.s stated third: the KCiB learr.eci. of the homoscxu4:Ll tendencies oi JOH:-;so;-; 

"by chance" soon after his arrival. "S:t-;::V.ELE\711 and "GRlGO.:.:UY, " two 

homosexual agents of ::\OSEXY.O, were at tne time operating O'!;t oi a room 

at the }l;~etropol Hotel whe:e JOHXSOX stayed. They m.et JCH::\SOX there 

and reportedllis apparent homosexual tendencies • 

.In regar~ to the William Carron JO::\ES case, ~OSEXKO during 

current in~erviews has furnished additional information on the KGB operation 

against J011:FS, including the woman ludmila BUGAYEVA who was recruited 

as an agent to work against J'O~ES and was used in a~other case. The other 

details furnished by NOSE~KO concerning the JO~ES case are compatible 

with his claim to having been Chief oi the First Section, Sever.th Department • 

.In regard to the l'i:ata.4.ie BIE~STOCK case, ;-;QSE::\KO did riot claim 

to ha,·e been~ the responsible case ofiicer but was a ole to provide enough 

~specific information concerning the case to bring about a codes sion when 

she was interviewed b:)· the FBL That he did not know all tile C.etails con-

cerning the· "BIENSTOCK case could be explained by his clai..--n to have been 

Chief of Section and not the case oiiicer directly involved with t'he case. 

In regard to the Horst BRAGXS case, in the previous summary 

the criticism was levied that NOSENKO did not know why B.i.V\Gi\S visited 

the T.i'SSR and was not able to identify any Soviet citizens whom Ba.AUXS 

met in the USSR. It was also stated uat NOSE~KO had explained that 
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the Sevenlh Depa.rtJnent wa.& not concerned wit.a ioreigners visiting 

rela:;ives in the 'GSSR nor wi~D. Soviet expatriates. NOSEl'l;i{O, accord• 

ing to the previo!.Zs summary, was aware that B:i:l..AU:-oS was a former 

Sov5.et citizen ar.i. the summary s:ated that his plan to visit relatives 

was information c.va.ilable to the KGB ::Arough his visa applicati~n. 

In regard to the statement that the Seventh DepartJnent was not 

concerned with foreigners visiting relatives in tl;le USSR nor with Soviet 

e"7a.tri.a.tes, this is r.ot in agreement with curr(mt information. from 

NOSE:-.:KO. * Cases of "true" tourists, which were normally the respon-

sibility of the Seventh Department, could become the responsibility of 

another department or KGB component where Soviet relatives were 

involved. Howe,·er, i£ the case was not taker. over or assigned by higher 

authority to another department or component, it was and remained the 

responsibility of the Seventh Department. The fact that BRAUNS was a. 

former Soviet citizen could very well have made BRAUNS of intereet to 

the Second Section, First Department, or a. direction in the Service of 
! 

. the SCD. However, in the aosence o£ an actual reassignment by higher 

authority, the case would remain the responsibility o£ the Seventh Depart• 

ment since BRAL""XS was visiting the Soviet Union on a tourist visa. The 

previous summary also indicated that BRAUNS listed on his visa appli-

cation that he planned to visit relatives in Leningrad. BRAUNS had a. 

* By 1962 there had been a large reorganization in the SCD and in the 

Seventh Department. The situation was not the same QQ\Y.Asf. 
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relative or r.elc..tives in Leningrad. Although BRAli:-.:S, when interviewed by 

the FBI, n"ler.tioncd a number oi itctns oi which the KGB was aware concern-

ing his b;.ckground and occupation irom his v·isa application, there is no 

S(>eciiic reierencc in these interviews indicating his sta.teme;1t of c>urpose 

in visiting tr.e 'USSR. 

Pages 282 - 286 oi the }'revious summary reviu11s remarks by 

NOSENKO on the Boris BELITSKIY case and states that his claimed role ; . . . . 

in the case was not plausible. There are several ll!•Cdiic points made in 

the summary which imply that NOSENKO was lying about_ his knO\vledge oi 

the case. T.>1ere is adequate reason to believe_that NOSENKO exaggerated 

his own 1962 role in that NOSENKO no'!ll states he w.:u to.give assistance 

to Vladimir Lvovich AR TEMOV in the handling of BELITSKIY in Geneva 

in 1962. and r.ot to su?ervise A.R7EMOV. 

The more important aspect and the primary one is the difference in 

·what NOSZXi<O specifically reported about the BELITSKlY case and inior-

mation !rom the actual CIA record of the case. There are major diiier-

ences and without going into all the details of the case which is very involved, 

an effort bas been made toward determining whether these apparent differ-

ences necessarily indicate that NOSENKO was or is lying or whether there 

is a possibility he is relating the actual KGB version of the case. 

NOSZNKO has stated that BELITSKIY was a KGB agent whom 

American Intelligence recrUited in London in 1960 or 1961 and that the 

0001223 
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KGB pur;>ose in running the O£>erat~on was to lure American Intelligence 

into meeting BELITSKIY insicie the USSR. 7'ne ;>revious summary stated 

that NOSENKO ciid not know when the BELITS!<L o;>cration started 

{Bruf>sels, Belgium, 1958), did not know the nature o£ the British 

, 
involvement, ciid n ~ t know the o;>eratio:r.al details and contact arrange-

ments BELITSKIY had with CIA, and did not know BELITSKIY1s pattern 

o£ activity in Moscow or Geneva. 

NOSE~"KO during current interviews has indicated an awareness 

that the KGB {Second Section, First Department) had been trying to use 

BELITSKIY against the British. However, be still has .dated the recruit-

ment o£ BELITSKIY as 1960-1961 in Lo::1don and still states that the 

primary ;>ur;>oso o! the KGB was to involve American Intelligence in 

contacts with BELITSKIY witr.in the uSSR~ 7.ue latter was considered 

• completely inconsistent with the fact that BELITSKIY was recruited in 

Brussels, Belgium, in 1958; that three letters bad been mailed to .. 
BELITSKIY in the USSR in 1959 and early 19o0; and that BELITSKIY 

had an accommodation address !or contact outside the USSR. 

There are at this time sufficient unresolved questions in the 

BELITSKIY case to preclude any conclusion that the apparent dis-

crepancies between the statements by NOSE~l<O on the BELITSKIY 

case and the actual record are a reflection against NOSENKO{l 
224 
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the other hand, there is some r'eason to believe NOSENKO has 

furnished the actual KGB version oi the BELITSKlY case and that the 

KGB, at least ~s o£1962, did not know the true story of tile relation-

ship o! B:C::LITSKIY with CIA. There is a distinct possibility the 

KGB believed the BE:.:.ITSKIY recruitment occurred in 1961 in London 

and BEL17SKIY did not then nor has he since admitted to the KGB 

'"is association with CIA actually started in 1958 in Brussels, Belgium. 

As a possible reason why BELITSKIY would have told the KGB in 

1961 a partial story of his contact: with American Intelligence, some 

at present unknown event may have occurred in 1961 which caused 

BELITSKIY to believe his security was endangered and as a result 

he told the KGB of certain events in London in 1961, relating these 

events as being the original approach to BELITSKIY by CIA. 

The following are certain of the points which suggest the KGB 

actually considered that BELITSKIY was recruited by CIA in J ... ondon 
! 

in 1961 and that BELITSKIY may have never told the KGB o£ the 

developments in his case prio1 to 1961: 

(a) BELITSKIY was in London in Aprill960 at which 

time he was in contact with a British citizen who was also · 

reporting to MI-5. This individual re?ort:ed information 

received £rom BELITSKIY which may have been a lead to 

0001225 
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George BLAKE. (It seems highly ~.m~ikely the KGB would 

ever have directed BELI7SKIY: to furnish information which 

may have bee·n a lead to George BLAKE, or at least could 

have caused ·the employees oi the U..it in which BLAKE was 

employed fr<)m June 1959 to August 1960 to come w1der 

suspicion.as having paned i~~r~~tion to Soviet Intelligence.) 

{b) :NOSEXKO has stated. that B.ELITSKIY. a iter he went 

to Geneva in 1962, managed to reinitiate contact with CIA 

rather quickly_ because he met a girl he had previously known 

whom he was sure was an American Intelligence ag~nt a~d 

that she must have reported his presence in Geneva to American 

Intelligence. (Ii the BELlTSKIY case had been controlled by the 

KGB from its inception in 1958, the KGB would have known oi 

the internal mailings to BELITSKIY and the fact that BELITSKIY 

bad a cover address outside the Soviet Union through which to 

initiate contact. However, if BELITSKIY did not tell the KGB 

anything about his contacts with CIA prior to 1961 and then 

gave only a partia~ story oi what ha?pened in London in 1961, 

BELITSKIY would not have told the KGB of the internal mail-

ings to BELITSKIY in the tiSSR or the fact that he long had 

a cover address outside the USSR. BELITSKIY therefore 

0001226 
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BELITSKIY or any .inciivl~ual who me; .BEL:TS~Y r.1us: 

ma~e r.~.o :refe:-er£c.a to a;-.. y p4cviou.s m.ee:i=.g c! .?,ZL.':::'~!-\lY 

• 
wii:h CIA. 

an<i 1901 and in 1961 gav.:l tl::..a KG3 o:.ly a partial s~ory c:£ 

the 1961 events in Lor ... t!on. 
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As previously inoicated, the conclusion is there are a sufficient:' 

number of unresolved c;.uestions in the BEUTSKIY case so that discre£>-

ar.cies between information .i:om i\OSENKO and the actual rcc9rd in ,t.h~ 

BEUTSKIY case cannot at ?resent be. considered as a reilection against 

~~OSENKO, and there is a distinct possibility the KGB aCtually did not 

know the true facts oi ~e BELITSKIY case. 
. : . 

The pr-c:vious swnmary noted on page l06 thai Nataliya SHULGINA 

was an Intourist interpreter recruited by NOSENKO in 1955. It also 

noted that NOSENKQ had stated Boris BELITSKIY "reported to the KGB 

.that CIA h,ad warned BEUTSKIY against SHULGL"'JA. 11 'f~e previous 

swnma:ry stated BELITSKlY reported to CIA that SHliLGINA was a KGB 

agent and "CIA did not warn BELITSKIY. 11 

There appears to be no douht at this time that the statement by 

i.'}.i0SE?-JKO that BELITSKIY reported the "CIA had warned BELITSKIY 

against SHULGINA, 11 is a reasonably accurate ~escription o{>what actuaJly 

happened in May 196Z during Agency contacts with BEIJTSKIY in Geneva. 

The record reflects that BELITSKIY stated SHULGINA had confidentially 

told him of her status as a KGB agent, stating she had been doubled by 

the KGB after having heen forcibly recruited by American Intelligence 

while previously in Paris, France. 

(3001228 
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lt was determined there was no collateral ir.iormation which 

would indicate that the statcrncnt by SHliLGI"'A head a.ny factual basis 

and BELlTSi:<lY was warned SHULGL"'\A may have been acting on behalf 

of the KGB in stating to BELITSKIY she had been "forcibly .recruited by 

Anlerican futelligence" at a previous date. It was also suggested to 

BELITSlqY that he should go to the KGB a:> a loyal Soviet citizen i.nd 
• I '.- ' '~ . ' 

r >:;; 

.report the apparent indiscretion of SHULGLc·;A. · 

Pages 282 - 286 of the previous summary, in connection with 

the BEUTSKIY c:al!le• made reference to Vladimir Lvovich ARTEMOV. 

It was stated that ARTEMOV had been involved with a series of America·. 

toUrist agents in the Soviet. Union and although NOsE:NKO was allegedly 

familiar with ARTE..\iOV, he was unaware of the involvement of ARTEMOV 

with American tourist agents in 1958- 1959, The summary noted this 

.was during a period when "'OSENKO claimed to have been De;>uty Chief 

of the American-British Commonwealth Section of the Seventh Depart-

ment. Although not specifically stated, the above suggested ARTEMOV 

was actually in the Seventh Department in 1958 - 1959 and tnat NOSENKO 

was not even aware ARTEMOV was in the Seventh Department. NOSENKO 

has consistently stated that ARTEMOV was assigned to the First Section, 

First Department, fro.>m the time he entered into the KGB in a.ppr~-

. -, mately 1957 • 
. ...., 
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A clGtser examim.tion o! the cases described in the ?rcvious 

sun-.mary_as "C.i.A American tourist agents," reveals there is r.o con-

flict in the ir.volvcn·,cnt of ARTE:.'.OV in these cases and tile statement 

by ;\QSEXKO that ARTE~~OV was with the First Section, First Dep;,.rt-

ment, As an exam?le; one of the cases is thf' case of Eaward McGO\'!Ai':. 

NOSE:;,\IKO has .furnished ir.formauon concerr.ing this case, stating it was 

originally a Seventh De?G•tmcnt case and that after the mailing of a letter 

by the indivirlual in Minsil:, the case was imrnerliately taken over by the 

First Department. There is adequate reason to believe Aa.TEMOV only 

became involved after the case was transferred to the First Department. 

Another of the cases involved the contc.ct of ARTE.MOV with [ 

and visited the USSR on a tourist visa. Such an indiviauai would under 

r.o circumstances be considcx:ed a true tourist or the responsibility of 

the Se\'enth Department, particularl}• since ap?arently the individual was 

even traveling under a di?lomatic passport. ~tis, assumcri the indiviciual 

was oi interest to the First Chief Directorate and if the Fil'St Chief 

Directorate reG,uired or ciesired support from tile SCD, it would normally 

request the First Departtnent for such assista.:.ce and it is extremely ur.-

likely that t'!le FCD would request the Sevent.'l Department ior assistance 

in a case involving an American di?lomat. 

0001230 
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Pages 332 - 333 oi the g>r.::vious summary contain the basis 

ior the prcvio~,;.s conch•sion t.hat the claim o£ :XOSE!\KO that he was a 

Deputy Chid of. the Scvent'il Dcp<U."t;nent from July l9o2 to January 

1963 was not credible. It is considered that a detailed rebuttal is 

not necess.:..ry since this conclusion \vas apparently based on inadec;toate 

information. During current interviews, r-.;osz~KO has furnished 

details concerning his duties and other aspects of his claimed position 

which substantiate his claim to having been a Deputy Chief of the 

Seventh Department from July 1962 to January 1964. 

.'l..n examg>le in supg>ort o£ the statement that the previous conclu-

eion was based on inadequate information is the matter of the written 

notes which NOSENKO brought out and furnished to CIA in early 196~. 

The description of these notes on page 319 of the previous summary is 

inadequate, inaccurate, and misleading. Prior to current interviews, 

an effort had not been made to obtain from NOSENKO a detailed explaxl-

ation of his notes or of how he obtained the information in the notes • 

... 
During current interviews, XOSENKO has given detailed iniorma-

tion concerning all aspects of his notes. This information supports his 

claimed position of Deputy Chief of the Seventh Department and includes 

collateral su:;>port to his claim of being De:;>uty Chief o£ the First Section, 

First Department, in 1960 - 1961. G001231 
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Primari~y the notes of. ;:\OSE::\t\.0 can be categorized as 

follows: 

· (a) Snort case Sl4lnmaries by the Chiefs of the 

First Section, Second Section a:nci. Si..xth Section, Sevent:il 

Department. :1\0SZ::XKO ha,; stc.~ed ti1at he \vas in 19ol -

1963 responsible for supervisior. over these Sections and 

that Fili? Denisovich BOBKOV, Deputy Chiei, SCD, who 

supervised the Seventh Department, requested a. list of all 

recruited agents of the Seventh Department. Accordin~ to 

NOSE::-.;KQ, the order irom BOBKOV was to only retain the 

files (cases) of agents in tourist firms and that the .files o.f 

other recruited ager.~s should be sent to the FCD or Archives. 

NOSE:\KO has stated that he in turn levied on the Chiefs of 

the ti-.ree Sections the requirement oi BOBKOV, but also ex• 

panded the request to include aa 1960 - 196Z cases, not 

excluding previous cases or cases which had already been 

given to the FCD. The notes of :1\0SE::\KO included hand-

written reports from the Chiei or Acting Chief of each Section 

on recruited agents, with information varying !rom agent to 

agent and even including some hu.-nan errors. 

Many o.f the above cases had previously been trans-

ferred to the FCD, but the remarks of XOSENKO about theffiJ012J2 
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inclusion support his statement that he had expanded 

the original rec;.ucst from BOBKOV so that he would have 

some "pieces of informatior. to give CIA. 11 

(b) i\otcs by i\OSE~KO on other cases wC.ich he lear:.eri 

of during the 1962 - 1963 period. Certain of the notes were 

made from a review of a notebook kept by the Chief, Sever.th 

Department, to which ~OSENKO had access on at least two 

occasions. ::V~ost of his notes were not detailed but were 

sufficient to refresh the memory of ~OSENKO at a later 

date and yet were somewhat innocuous to maintain before 

his defection. 

(c) Notes for lectures to officers of the Seventh Directorate 

prepared while with the First Department, 1960- 1961, ane 

the Seventh Departmer.t, 1962 - 1 )63. 

(d) Draft report for the bri.efir.g of the new Chief, First 

Department, in ti1e latter part of 1961. 

(e) One of three copies of an unregistered report pre-

pared by the Chief, Seventh Department, and two Deputy Chiefs, 

including :;-;osENKO. This was a briefing paper for use by the 

Chief (CHELNOKOV) in an appearance before the Collegium 

of the KGB which was reviewing the activitieu of the Seventh 
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Department. According to ~OSENI<O, the prepared 

report was never typed as a formal cocun•ent. 

The view has been set forth tha.t NOSENKO took. undue risk in 

carrring written notes wilh him out of the Soviet union. An examination 

of this material suggests ~~1at XOSENKO was using extreme care in 

collecting material and was not attempting to obtain documents, the 

possession of which might be incriminating or which H he had brought 

out would have been immediately missed. Instead, he collected a con-

siderable amount of valuable information which he could bring out with 

little or no fear that a .'learch of his effects in the KGB after his depart-

ure for Geneva would disclose that certain material was missing. ~one 

of the material was registered and all could have previously been des-

troyed by ~OSEXKO. 

The previous sun1mary stated that :;\;QSENKO brought three KGB 

documents to Geneva. These were typed papers but none was registered 

or actually accou•·1table. The reference to three docutnents was to: 

. • 

.. 
(a) The draft report for the briefing of the Collegium 

which has been mentioned previously. 

(b) A typed t\.vo-page report on several cases. Actually 

a Chief of Section had typed his notes on cases instead of 

submitting in handwriting as the others did. 

l1 
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(c) A second copy o! a summary on a KGB agent. 

};05EXKO stated that there were two co?ies iu the iile 

kept by t.r.e Ch · :!f wr.ich he reviewed and that he kept one. 

Of interest is the fact that the copy was not a registered 

document <.>.nci did not contain the usuo.l information as to 

number of copies typed. 

G001235 
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G. XOSEXi{O ::-..s no v;<lid claim to certainty that the KGB 

recruited r.o Amc::-ican Er::1b;:,.ssv nc:rsonncl ~·::1:\veen 1953 and his 

ddecticn in 196·~. (?revious conclusion) 

The conclusion in wis summary is that XOSENKO is oi the 

onir.ion that there were no XGB ·recruitments oi tinited States Embassy 

personnel in Moscow be<.ween 1953 and December 1963 'with the exception 

oi "ANDREY" (Dayle Wailis S~UTH) and Herbert'HOWARD, who actually 

was {2<\]~mployee but did work part of the tilne in the Embassy. 

The question here i:. whether or not the ex?ressed opinion of 

NOS:C.:Xi.<O is sufficiently based on actual kr.owledge so that this opinion 

can be accep~ed as absolute cvicicncc that there were no other KGB 

recruitments oi :2n-.bas5y personnel during ti-ds period of time. The 

only lv~i.cq;,.l .:onclu.3io:-, is ~hat the o;>inion of 1'\0SEXl{O cannot be 

accc?ted as absolute fact and, tl1erefore, there is a possibility that 

a recruitment could have occurred ar.d NOSENKO not be aware in any .. 
way of the recruitmen~. This should in no way he interpreted as a 

suggestion that NOS.C::XXO could be lying, but rather that an unbiased 

observer without ?ersonal knowledge could and should be hesitant to 

accept the expressed o?inion of NOSE~"KO ;n this particular area. 

The actual basis for the stated opinion of NOSENKO 
GUG 

examined and can be cited as follows. 

~be 
( 
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(a} Durin6 .:\'.arcill953-late .:v~ay 1955 :i\OSE?\KO 

was a case oiiicer in the Firs~ Section, First De;;:tartment, 

SCD. :i\OSE:":r~O does no~ claim that he w~uld have known 

the det.:d.ls concerning anr r~cruitments {other than 

''A:i'~DREY") in this perioci, out states i£ there had been 

!:.e would have heard "something." 

(b) Du:d.11g late ::\~ay 1955 to .Jecember 1959 NOSE:i\KO 

was in toe Seventh De?artment, not the F~rst Department, 

but continued to have contact with certain officers in the 

First Section, First Department. NOSENKO is of the 

opinion that if there had been a recruitment in the United 

States Embassy during this period he would hc.ve heard 

' "somethir.g" even though he would probably have learned 

few details. 

(c) During the january 1960-December 1961 period 

NOSEXKO was Deputy Chiei of the First Section, First 

Depari;men~, and he has made the categorical statement 

that there were no recruitments by the KGB of United 

States Embassy personnel during this period of time. 

He has also stated that if there had been any recruitments 

during the 1953-1959 period he is sure he would, during 

1960-1961, have heard or learned some details of ~J0123S 

case or cases. There is merit to this contention by 

'( 

t;. 
~.· r. 1 s: ""' ~ !' .... tE( !*~-~~i(!f~.~·~~· ~: 
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Nos;:::;..;Ko since the Chief of Section was Vladislav 

KOVSHliK wno had beer. an officer of the First De;>art-

mer.;; since 1953, actuallj• wor~ing in the F'irst: Section 

exce;>t ior the pariods of time that he was in the United 

States to reactivate "AXDR:C:Y" in 1957-1958 and a 

period of time that he was Deputy Chief of the First 

Department. 

(d) During 1962-1963 NOSENKO was again in the 

Seventh Department. However, he continued to maintain 

contact with certain officers of the First Section, First 

Department: in particular, Gennadiy I. GR YAZX.OV, 

who succeeded NOSENKO as Deputy Chief of the First 

Section, then became Chief of Section, and in the latter 

part. of 1963 became a De;>uty Chief oi the First Department. 

According to NOSENKO his relationship with 

GR YAZNOV was sufficiently close during 1962-1963 that 

he is sure GR YAZNOV woul~ have furnished NOSENKO 

some information in regard to any successful recruitments 

of United States Embassy personnel. NOSENKO pointed 

out that he learned of the existence of the Herbert HOWARD 

case from GR YAZ.NOV in 1962., although it was not until 

1963 that NOSENKO heard the name. NOSENKO actually 

0001239 
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learned o! the na.me when the Flret Sectlon, Ftrst 

Department ('Ihi:rd Sec:tion) in obtaining a room in a 

cert.at.n hotel for the Soviet girl friend of H'JWARD. 

ln getnanl the above conatltutea the '>asia for the stated opinion 

of NOSENKO tlmt "ANDREY" &ad Herbert HOWARD were the only 

auc::ceesfW. KGB rec:ruitmente during 1953 - December 1963. It ahould 

be noted that. there are no other identified l(GB recr..tltments during 

thls pedod of time which wc:;uld specifically refute the opinlon of 

NOSENKO. However, m vinr of the cited actual bat~u !or the opinion 

of NOSi:NKO, aec::eptanc::e of the opinion .of NQSENKO aliJ being an 

absolute proo! that another recrultrnent could not have occurred. 

NCSE:NKO may be .con-.pletely eor:rect in hie opini-on, bnt Glnc(g 

No<JENKO was only i.n the First Department 1951 - 1955 and 1960 - 1961 

hh opinion that he wot.·ld have heard "something" about a rec:rult:ment 

ln. 1955 • 1959 or 1962 • 1963 ~a.nnot. be accepted as ln!alUble. 

00012·10 
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-"""'--v· .. ·-• 

S=maries o!" Cases Xot .Exan"'lincC: ~n Tex:, arc ;;,ttached. In ac:l.clitior., 

there is an A=ex "C" to thifl summary wr.ic:~ ;.,s cntio:leci., "The 

Aac.chments: 
Ar.r.~x A 
Annex :a 
A=exC 
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4 • • ~ 1:-....:.o:.. ... ~-.. -.u..;.:.o~~. _;:v ... ':"' .. 

as well as all o:;i:.er cases cor.ce:raing w::.ic~ XCSEX:'\0 i::.as !v.r:-.isi::.cri 

iniormation, must be !ully co.-:.sici.ered, r.o; necas.;a:rily !or ;::-..; L-;-.?ori;ance 

or unimportance o£ .-.ile inio-.·mation, but to c'ietermi.-:.e how N"OSEX:-<0 

claimed to h~:~.ve learr.ed o£ ,n.e case a.nc'i w~.:tll.er his stateme::-.;;s con-

cerning each ide::.tiiied c<lsc a:;.-e supportec by collateral i.-llorr.:::.a::ion. 

_ These iactors a1·e important i., assessing the overaJ.l validity o£ ;.;uo:::--

mation from NOSEXKO a.s well as bei:::.g supporting evfdl~t:> 

claimed positions in the KGB. 
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The i:r.dicc.:eci inabili::y oi ~OS:SX:(CJ ;:v 

no allowance for norrr.al lapses of :-r.amor1 o::- iailure ;o recal: som<;-

Seventh Departmen;;, San .. ary - J-.;.ly l<JoZ; ar.C. as Dep..,:y Gi1iei, Seven::... 

Department, July 19o2 - Ja:r.uary 1964. Ge:::'tain examples of the ai:lcve 

are as follows: 
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··-·· . .., .. - ..... ... ~.,~....,\.:,. 

of the SCD, for inforn•c..o.ion on :.:::cr.:.itme;-.ts oi :.: . .:: Scve;;.•:f:. 

preyaret.: by the Chici o:: .\c~i.r.~ c::~ci vf ;.:--.e First Scctiv:A. 

oi the caces which h<.d occurred pr.:.c.-. ;;o 19&2, :;:.a:r~~c;;.la:::y 

port to BOBi:\OV elimir.atii.•;; those wr;ich we~:e n~ c.p;_:..licable 

to the req.:.est. 

(bj 1\0SE~KO lca1·r.ed o£ r:;evcra: 19o2 - l9o3 ca.ses oi. 

the First Sectio;1, First Dcpar~ment, fror.-. Ger .. "'ladiy 1. 

GRYAZ"X.OV wi:.o succeeced KOSE::\KO as Dcpu:y Chief. 

3 
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A.::A~~~~.:..:.. ..... j 

ment p::'ior to 1960 or i.-. l<J\,2 - l9o3 w:-..cn XCSZXXO w;:.,; i:. ~..:: S.;;v,.;;;.:C. 

First Department, ·was invo~v,.;;..:; pr:o:::- ;;o l9ou or :9b0 - 1961. Ti:...;; 

.· Sevenfu Depo.rtme;;.t prior ~o : 9&0 ar.ci in ::.962 - 19(..3, c;.:-:.t: i'~is .claim..::.:: 

assignment to tiJ.e z.~irst Dcp:;,::-~-ner.t ir. :9&0 - 1961. 

since they do not fall ir.~o one o:: two s;:>cciiic co.te;;ori.::o. Li..:>te<..d, -..:~;;y 

constitute a rathe:r motley g:-o;.;p of cases remaining af~cr completion of 

the detailed sections of the p::'evious summary. fuch:.d.::d arc Firs: 

' __) 
Department and Seventh Dcpar~-nent cases coverL;.g a. pe:do<i oi ap:tnoxi-

mate1y .five and o:le-hal! years. It should be noted, hot)llUf)!1~t the 
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passed a pac~ge CJ~ <!ocumer.ts to an .Arr.~ric~ to;.;.:dst in :Moscc.w :.::-.. early 

No~ember 1963. The conc~u.s.ion, however, was t.~at t:1c a£scrtior.s .o;. 

NOSENKO w~~h respect to t!;.e CnEREPAXOV case were r.ot rnater~al to 

the claim of I\:OSEXKO that i•e was De:r-t:.ty Cr.iei, Scve:-.:..1. Depa:trr.~r.t, 

in late 1963. 

The definite relationship of the Cherepanov ?apcrs to t.i.e bo:.a 

ficcs of !'\OSZXKO can.-1ot be igr.ored a:~rl r.&ust be ;;ivcr. specific consici­
/' 

eration. li CHEaEPA."\OV was t:.ncier KGB cor.::rol wr.en he passed the 

papers to the American tourist, or ii the papers contain "deception 

information, " the bona :fides of ::\OSE:L\KO a:::e subject to very serio'I.As 

question. 

NOSENKO had personal knowledge of CHEREPANOV who was, 

according to NOSE~KO, an officer in the First Section, First De?a:;tmcnt, 

SEGRCT {)001250 
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Deceml>er 1963. 

which would even SU??O:Lt tile cl~m of. XCS.E~'"KO that !le was iz the 

no iniormation w:oi.::b. would L-:.~cc;.te tb.e::.-e was ever. a ::Jeput:r C~e.i oi 

the First Sec.tior. during 1958;,- 1960. 

not under KGB control, that he ?assed the pa;rrer;; which it la::er C.evelo;rreC. 

he had taken from tC.e ?i:-st Section prior to hls retiremen: oeca-.;.se he 

was ciisgrunt.led with iris trea;;ment by t:b.e KGB, and that ~e action by 

CHEREPANOV caused consternation in the KGB. 

T'nere is no co!.:ateral evidence which contrad:c::s any o£ 

the statements by NOSENKO al>out CHEREPA.~OV. Further, t1:.ere is 

G001251 



13-00000 

..... _ 

·:""8 

&0 

ty;;»es of notes, and cirait ::r.c:norar.C:o. leave ::.o cl.ol:.i;;.t ::::.a: K0.5E:X:<O 

papers and o. c:letailed analysis will i:>e prepa:::ed a:: a !o.;:.;r cla::c. --.... .. 
should be noted t:C.at a considc:rao:e O..r.lount o£ pe:::-:.o::.u.l judgme;:.;; ::-.as 

~ince t:here are no e:xem:;;lars \\oifu w::.ich ::0 com?a::e any of tZ.e .-:.at-erial. 

Howeve:::', based on info:::"rnatior. C!eveloped thus far, and there is n.o 

reas.:>n to believe addition.al work w-'.J.l alter the co::.clusion, t:i::.e:::"e is 

. not an adequate basis for an op:..nior. t:hat CHEREPAXOV was u::.C.er KGB 

control, that the Cherepanov Pa?ers contain "deceptive inffjfftfr~52" 

3 
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! 

an ext:re;nely vah;.able '-' ..... .,. so\.7.:rce .fro:-.1 1953 on, was, 

W.iXT:h~RS. Jr. \'l.I:\TZ:::\.5 was a CL<\ cr..:.ployae twC..;,:;; 

[ ] assigned to the Embassy in 

Moscow. The letter, w~.::b was ::o ?OPOV, was ob:a.i:::.ed 

by the KGB a.fter mailing ~y WL''r:i."ERS ;;.no. was a <!i:-ec:: 

result of KGB surveilla:::.ce of WINTERS. 

G')01')!:", ., t ... ,..,.,J 
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rega:rd :o 

that P.e:r S. ?O?OV was uncovcl·cci t.y :~c j_(GB as ;,. :re1:0u.i.t oi :(GB 

can be made ior i:s presence in the pc.<Jers. ?CPOV was r.:::ca::.::d to 

).!os~o'v i:rom Eas; Germa.ay in Xuvembe: 1958 ostensib~y fo:.: Tj)Y. 

The circumstances uncie:r w~•ic:h !:.e w;;.,; rcca.i..ied and collatcr.:.i inior-

mation have given c.ciequate gro-..:.nds for a beliei t:.a.t oy Xovember 

1958 ?C?OV was sus?ected hy tile ?>:GB of cooperating with Western 

Intelligence or that the KGB may even have been sure POPOV had 

been COO?era.ting with Ur..ited S:ates Intelligence. 

It may be presu..-ned te.at any lead to the KGB in regard to 

POPOV or the fact that tinited S;;a;;es Intelligence, more spe 

5 
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C::A, had a source in ~.:: G4U.i 'would h:..ve co;;;.c i::om a:-. a.;.::1·.;; or 

prot:cctecl even \Vi~i:& &.:.-.e :£.{G~. 

any reasor. to believe ::~c .FCD cou~C:. :::.o:; c:r ciid r:.o::: :.ave a:-.o;l::...::;.- c;;.g.;;r:.::: 

or agents who iurr.ished ir.iormation !v ;;he :KG3 ?ertine;;.t to C:.evclop-

ment of the case against POPOV. 

The primary ~uestio;;., however, as :::ega:-cls the C~c:o.·c;,:;<l:.ov 

"deceptive iniormation." 

The conclusion in rcga:-d •o the aoove is ;;hat .:.e i'ac~ t::&e po.pcrs • 
attrib.ute the exposure of PO?OV to tae :i:<G:3 to su;;:veilla~-.ce o:• W~"'\TZRS 

when he. mailed the ::.e~tcr to POPOV in Janua;;:y 1959 is not Llcor:.1pc.;;ible 

with the distinct possibility fua.t the KGB had p:-eviously obtained ir.i'or .. 

mation from an FCD agent or agen:s which ac.tually led to suspicion in 

regard to POPOV or actual iden~ication of POPOV. 

000125S 
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.... -..;:. . ....... 11 t. 1.:· . .. A ·:e.4~il'qj .a #JIIII!I.'tltU.,t .. ..-

( 
led to KGB sus;,1icloa o:. PO: .. -·ov ;,;;~,;,;: ;;o hls :-~:-... :.:n to Y..hcow ~n 

exposure o£ POPOV to the iort~~u..;.;.s mai:i."'l.~ of. the le~e:- to ?O?v\' 

against PO?OV. 

·' 
tom:ist and that it was done by tl::.e :L<G:a wifu :.:::.~ ho.;:;e oi: i::;.vo:i.vi.-..; ::::::\. 

in a KGB -controL' co operatio::l w;:.1i:l the uSSR. rr. that C"lent. fue 

papers passed by CHZRE?ANOV would most like:iy be ge.-:.um<! s::::.ce 

thls would have been the initial s~p in wilat ..:b.e KG3 ho?ed would b.ecome 

a successful operati::>n. 

The above theory has bee;;.. :-eject.!<! si.-.ce the..-c are a ::1cnber 
.... , 

of factors which militate against it. These fac•o::-s incb;.~+'J the iac: that 

G001.25G 
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