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1. Attached are the following pages of the Top Secret

5

study entitled, The Examination of the Bona Fides of a KGB o - %f
1
;

Defector - Yuriy I. NOSENKO, dated February 1968 (copy 10).

Copy 10 of this study had been forwarded to you earlier for

your review. , ! i
2. ¥We have deleted certain portions of these pages S ?
: ! i
containing information which bears on the security of
ongoing, viable CIA operations, or is related thereto, : f 3
5. We request return of thz study {(copy 10}, Annex A f
and Attachment when your review has been completed. K E
) Attachment: Pages vi, vii, 20, 46, 47, 49, 50, 266, 277, 278 . E ' f
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(FOUNSDATIONS OF KOSENKO'S CLAIMS)

Soviet O0fficials® Sctateuents About NOSENKO

The portreit of KOSENKO which cmerges from Soviet
cfficials® statemenis abuut him siuce his defection coin-
cides warkedly with NOSLNRO's seiy-descriprion, Accerding
to the comments of Soviet officials, principally intelli-
gence oificers most likely to be speaking authoritacively,

. defector NOSENKO was the son of the Jdeceascd Jdinister, he
seyved over a decada in the KGB, his persuvnal shortconmings

i vwere overcome throuygn the patronage of KG3 Genmeral GRIBANOV,
znd in connection witn vperations agalnst Americans hie
occupied positions of progressively greater trust and
responsibility, vitimately becoming Jeputy Chief of the
larpgest department in the xey Second (Counterintelligence)
Chief Directorate. According to these sources, his defection
wrought severe damage “for years to come” to tie KGB

because of his krowledge of KGB operations against American
targeits, and his treacherv prompted the expulsion and
disgrace of numercus senfior KGB personnel, the cecall of
many others from abroad, the virtual suspension of KGB
operations in the United States, and extraordinary plans to
assassinate hiam.

b

ey

These statements are related in chronological order in
Annex A.
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Top Selc?et

{PRE-KGB BIGGRAPHY)

Baku}, where he finished the Eighth Class in spring, 1943,

In a second version [more probable since entry to the Moscow
Special Maval School required prior completion of the )
Seventh Class] NOSENKO- said that when the war broke out he
and his mother were evacuated to Chelyabinsk, wherc he
completed the Seventh Class in summer of 1942. They returned
to Moscocw afterwards, and NOSENKO was then enrolled in the
Moscow Special Maval School (then in Huybyshev) where he
completed the Eighth Class in 1943; in the fall o. 1943
NOSENKO was enrolled in the Leningrad Naval Preparatory
School (then in Baku).

After just six months in Baku, without completing the
Nirth Class, :OSENKO ran away from school and returred to
Moscow.

Comment: NOSENKO has asserted variously that he ran
away and fcought on the front at Tuavse, and
that he had finished the Tenth Class in Baku
and then spent the period 1943-1945 at the
Frunze Higher Naval School, the equivalent of
Annapolis. He. has retracted both assertions.’

NOSENKO cormpleted the Ninth Class in June 1944 at the
Moscow Mining Institute, and when the Leningrad Naval
Preparatory School returned to leningrad from Baku, he
resumed his studies there. Early in 17245, however, NOSENKO
received a gunshot wcund in the hand, and after being
hospitalized for a month, he left the Naval school.

Comment: NOSENKO has claimed both that he was shot by
a jealous naval officer whom he then protected

‘ by stating that the wound was self-inflicted,
and that he actually did acglden*ly shoot hlm-
: B quoted

the effect that NOSENKO snhot nimself to avold
being sent to the front while attendlng a naval
college in 1942.
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Top Secret
{PRE~-KGB BIOGRAPHY)

{Continued)

After NCSERXO's defection was publicized,
Soviet Nlaval defector ARTAMONOV wvolurntzered
to CIA that he had known the son ¢f the
HMinister NOSERKO in the naval school in
Leningrad from 1544 to 1946.

Comment :

NOSENKO conpleted the Tenth Class at the Leningrad Ship-
building Tekhnikum in Jure 1945, and he successfully passed
the necessary axaminaticns to qualify him for entrance to
the Mcscow Institute of International Relations that summer.

Birth to 1945: Summary and Conclusion

NOSENKO is virtually the sole source of information on
his early life. However, this portion of his claimed
biography is consistent with the ROSENKO family's where-
abouts as publicized in press accounts at the time cf his
father's death in 1956, and with the existence of the
schools he claims to have attended.

Allowing for exaggerated claims of boyhoed hercics
(fighting at the front, attending the Frunze Academy, and
formal inductior in and discharge from the Navy), all of
which NOSENKO has retracted under interrogation, NOSENKO's
claimed identity as the son of Minister Ivan I. NOSENKO
and the substance of his claims about his 1life unatil! 1945
are accepted as true. : )

~‘f. j o 47 . .
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(PRE~-Y.GN DIGGRAPLY)

NOSENKO has said at various times that the Institute :
course was of fcur years® duration and that he entered the !
¥aval RU on graduation in 1%49; that it was four years
duration and thot Lecause he failed a state examination ho
was graduatﬁd later, in 1950; that it was of five years'
duraticn and he ¢raduated In 19%0, on schedule; and that

was cf five yﬂara' duration but he failed an cramination
which delayed his graduation for three months.

it

See v, 307101 report that NOSENKO joined the KG- ! .
pon graduation from the Institute in 13947, g 3

The duration of the Institute course and the

date of NOSLNFO's completion are material to

the plausibility of his claimed Naval PU service,

vhicls e said followed almost immediately upon

his departure from the Institute. '

]
W
.3
K]
n

3

Naval RU Service (ca. 1951 - ca. 1953)

NOSENKO claims that upon completion of his studies at ‘%
the Institute of Internaticnal Relations he entercd the ;
Naval RU, serving in the Far Fast and then in a Baltic post,
finally successfully "transferring®™ to the KGB through the

intervention of nis father's friend, KGB General KOBULOY.
A sensitive source

that NOS

e

Ly

X0

is the sole source also asserting
anVEj in the RU. According tq W, NOSENKO attendad™~~ghis

the Military-Diplomatic Academy and tnen served in the RU source
Information Department for about a year before securing a
transfer to the KGB through his father's influence., NOZENKO
denies having attended the Military-Diplomatic Academy and

has never claimed service in the RU Information (Revorts) !

3
]
i
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H
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Department, although he had on occasion claimed to have held

Reports assignments.
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{(PRE~¥.GB BIOu.uPJY)

A seﬂsitlve source two . :
RCTM has cuoted/HGH officers§l = ;

re5t ectaively, as stating LNOSENXD joined the- YGB in 1947
or 1949,

-
-

ThHe significance of NOSEN}O's RU service is the fact
<hat he clairs i1t lounched his inwelligence.career and
served as the means through whish he secured appointment
to thz ICR af<er once having been rejected. The two or more
ycars he claim2d to have scrved in the RU represent a
significant ‘pericd cof his adul¢ .life. for which he should
have ro difficaley accounting. ¥Firally, the date of hais
actual transfer from the Naval to the KGB is critical to
defevrﬁning the time from which his claims about KG3 service
can Le judged credille

KOSENKO voliunteered extensivs comment con his Naval RU
service at his first meetings = CIA in 1962. After his
19€4 defection, it was the tecpiz on which he made one of
his iritial retractions and his first admission that he had
earlier made a false clainm., Trs subjec* of his Naval RU
3eIvice was consequently prominent in interreogations in
1964, 1965 arnd 196€. liowever, =hroughout these interrcgations,
challenges of nis assertions abcut his RU service prompted
adjustments in his claimed dats of graduation from the
Institute or claimred date of enzry into the KGB, just as
cha’lenges ca those latter toplics promp*ea amended- state=-
ments with respect to his RU service. The cxtent of the
still-unreconciled discrepancies and centradictions in
NOSENKO's various accounts is best perceived in comparison
of his staterents made in 1962, 1964, 1965 and 1966.

NOSENKO's Infcrmation-1982

ROSENYO finished the Instituite of Interrnational Relations
in 1950 end imrediately reported for duty with the RU.
{He did not amplify how he drew such an assignment.] 1In
Septenber 1950 he was offered zssignments in Leningrad,
Moscow, and in the Far East, a=< he chose the Far East "so
no one would think he would take advantage of his father's "

. position”,., He was assigned to a radio signals interception

unit in Sovetskaya Gavan' (on the Soviet coast opposite PRI
Sakhalin}, vhere he collected Crder of Battle information by '
monitoring the communications of American units operating in
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oTE DEPANTMINT - Jamuiry i%62-January 1964}

as a.weaxk azeass  "he was afraid and gave precti-

FRIPPZL

cally ncthing.™ %a& ,RJO said that alllidagh he bad rccru;fed
nim, “noncestly spzakaing, F 2IPPEL was not an agent. The KGB
revertheless hopad thzat FRIFPEL would be reabblgned to Mos=-"
cow at scme future date.  (See p.l37 for details of :he
PRIFPEL case.) ’

2]

5 with SOSENKO tha t they nmet tw:ice
in 19¢3. ‘YHowever, RT“PE» asseres

O oan Occs a in February 1962,

et

Cozment: PRI

]

lv denie FRIPPEL i3 known

travel to the Sovies Union

t.ere is no apparent reason

2 zalse c.a‘n oq this matter.
2 FRIF who 15 now

a current taxget of thre

¥ Soviet intelligence service,

Jchannes PREISFREUND

The KGB ccnsidered PREISFREUND corpronised to Ameracan
Inteiligence aftor GOLIT3Y:N's defection [in December 19€1) and
thus unsuitable for furtzer use against Americans at the Em-
bassy in Moscow. For *his reason, NOSENKO was told to take
PREISFREUND with nin when he transferred to the Seventh De-

partment. As the agent spoke only Finnish and Russian, however,

he was of no use against Znglish-speaking tourists. NOSENKO
pet with PREISFREUND on the latter’s visits to Moscow in 1962,
but €id not-use him in any operations.

Cozment: PREISFREUND asserts that he was no longer a KG3
agent after the STOASBERG operation (see p.l754

. and that although he saw NOSENKO on his freguent
return visits to Moscow, it was only because
HOSIHKD sought a cozpanion for wenching and
drinking.
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Top Secret
(SEVENTH DEPARTMENT - January 1962-January 1964)

who was [erroneocusliy} considered to be a CIA officer,
SHAKHOYV "mavbe” had some contact with MARK in 196C or 1
but KOSENKO did not hnow the substance of it. & counte
intelligence officer of the First Chief Pirectorate, S.:0.
GOLUBEV, h~d once peen on a delegatiorn vith SHAKUOV and he
had noted "little ietﬂils". While SHAKHOV was in the "nited
States, earlier, he had been terminated {as an agentl by
KGB officers who hal sulmitted a report stating that SHANHOY
liked life in the Unites States, Amcrican prodncbw, and
roney. In that KGB report he was depicred as "not gocg’
and 'ndt wanting to work as an'aqent“.

[% 0

1,

I
-
r-

HOSERKO stated what SHEYHOV had served with the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs in the Un:ited States and that during that
service he acted as an agent-recruiter for the KaB, SiHAXHOV
was permitted to travel abread even though suspected ¢f keing
an American agent, vecause he belonaed to the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, and "the KGB could do nothing about his
trips abroad'. “There was no proof, only suspicions, and
furthermore, SHAKHCY was a member of the personal staff of
the head of the Soviet delegation, S.K. Tsarapkin."” Aczcording
to NOSENKO, SHAKHOYV was not and never had been a KGB cifficer.

Comment: SHAKHOVY has served in and visited the United
: States since 1942, when he was assigned to the
Soviet Consulate General in New York. He a+=-
tended the 1945 Conference on International
Organization in San Francisco, and he had at-
tended a number of sessions cf the UN General
Assembly. HMost recently SHAKHOV was assigned
to the U.S. in 1963 as a memker of the 3Jov:iet
Missica to the UN. KGB officer RASTVOROV :ifen-
tified him as an MVD [KGB) officer whom he :s
certain he saw at INVD Headquarters in Moscow,
% %@ identified him as “an emplovee of ihe
KGB": and XGB defectors PETRDY and DERYABIN
have reported that from a photograph, SHAKEOV's
face "was familiar“. An FBI source, however,
in 1964 said that SHAKHOV was a "pure diplomat”
and that to his knowledge, SHAKHOV had engaged
in no Soviet zntelllgence actlvxty until that
tlme.

15 No. 197124
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o . (SEVENTH DEPARTMLNT - January 1962-January 1964)

NOSENKO described the varicus ways he had tested suspicions
of SHAKHOY in Geancva. He guave SHAKUOV disinformaticn and then
watched for an indication that he passed it on to his American
contacts. SHAKHOV gas told to perform countersurveillance
taskes. during a mecting by NOSLNKO with an imaginary agyent, P
while other KGB officers checked for signs that SHAXHOV had ' T

' forewarned the Americans about the mecting. Finally NOSERKO ;
‘ revealed to SHAKHOV the location of a KGB dead drop and
CH cked five days later to see whether the specially prepared
materials empiaced had been disturbed in any way. NOSENKO's
ccnclusion was that SHAKHOV was absolutely free of suspacion,
and it was his intention to report this finding when he re- i
turned to RG3 Headquarters froa Geneva.

o1

woned barraint

2

¢

bt s BTt vatda

) Comment: Currently in the Urnited States, SHAKHT7 is still ; i
P "under suspicion®; according to IS E® a sensitive source, ! 3

Security Escort Officer for Soviet Disarmament Delegation

PRI a8 At Ve an

IIOSENKO said that he was the sole KGB officer with the 94-
man Soviet dclegation to the Disarmanment. Conference and as.
such he was responsible for the security ard hehavior of the
entire delegation. [RGB officers 1.S. MAYOROV and 4.S.
TSYMBAL came with the delegation to Geneva, but they had lef:
Geneva before NOSENKO made the foregoing statement to CIA.) .
To assist him in carrying out his security functicns, NOSENKO
had the services of a number of coopted informants of the KGB
who were serving in the delegation. [NOSENHO has never re-
ported what, if any, security checks he ran on the delegates
in his charge, or what, if any, information his informants
provided him. ]

JERE <oty PO P

NOSENKO has never been precise about 'how he spent his days
and nights in Geneva, but he has indicated that he disposed
of his time as he saw fit, and for the most part had little .
to do. He explained in 1962 that he could come and go as he S e S i
pleased because Ambassador Zorinm knew who he was, as did most '
of the delegation. No one paid him any attention. It was
known that he was not really a Ministry of Foreign Affairs o

. offxcer, and ne could absent himself from conference meetings s
at any time.
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Tep Secret
{SEVENTH DEPARTMENT - January 1962-January 19641 j

Yu.I. GUK Co o o L
Implying that their friendship was .of long starding, i
NOSLENKO relatcd in 1902 that he and GUX ware togetier neasly :
every day in Geneva,-where they went out te chat and have a
few drinks. As a conscqyuence, NOSENKO was granted ccoress o
the residency and was able to elicit information arout some
of GUK's operations iun Sepeva. lle describad his "big, big

b

i

friend" GUK as the Dopury Legal Rezident in Ceaeva anj the wE
only "strong officer" in the residency. ’ ‘ é
Comrent: 1In 1964 NOSLLKO attributed his gaining access : \
“to the residency in 1962 to TSYMBAL, not to L R

CUn. According to several sources ({(sea iLnnex A . oo - &

because of his friendship with NOSENEC, GUI was . g

aismisscd frca the KG3. j

M.8. TSYMBAL i

N

. ) ‘4{

In 1962 NOSENKO reported TSYMBAL's pre:zence in Gzneva and o
identified him as Chicof of the Illegals Directorate of the 4

KGB First Chiecf Directorate. He alluded to having scoken with
him, but placed no pacticular. emphasis on their reL3t10n511ﬂ-

In 1964 NOSENXO claimed that he had been deal:irg with
TSYMBAL since 1960 or 1961, when he was looking fovlaomc
candidates for recruitment and came across some whose back-
ground would have made them suitable for the Special [Illegalsi
Directorate. NOSENKO met TSYMBAL in Moscow in the KGB Head-
guarters and ISYMBAL had asked him several times te transfev
toe the First Chief bivectorate and suggested that ae might be : 3
assigned to the United States. In Geneva, he and TSYMBAL haid . :
dinner together several times a week, sometiues accompanied
by KISLOV and sometimes alone. It was TSYMBAL's influence,

NOSENKO said, which secured NOSENKO access to the residency
in 1962 and established the precedent from which he was
granted access in 1964. , .
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"another trip to the USSR, the KGB suspected that “he

Ve . . ....correct. Alfred Lazarevich SLESINGER, R T ey 1

... Top Secret - R
(SEVENTH DEPARTMENT = January 1962-1964)

NOSENKO's Information

SLESINGER came under suspicion by the KGB First
Chief Directorate because of his business transactions
with a nunber cf Soviets who -visited his store and in |
whom hLe secned to show more than casual interes:. The ] !
First Chief Directorate was of the opinion that ‘ o :

! ,
i
i

A

Tekodahinm

SLESINGER was trying to become closely acgquainted with
som2 Soviets, to study them. SLESINGER had visited the
Soviet Union several times. Learning SLESINGER planned

2}

U

JOPRCL

might make some contacts or do scmething interesting” ; g

while visiting the Soviet Union. The KGB wanted to 2
solve 1ts suspicions that SLESINGER was possibly an ; i

agent or operational contact of the FBI. The KG3 had . i

a file on SLESINGER, md a senior case officer in the

American Section of the Seventh Department, Yu. M.

DVORKIN, was the responsible case officer. An agent .

of the Seventh Department who was director of a photo-

graphic shop in Moscow was instructed to beccme friendly

with SLESINGER while the latter was visiting the Soviet

Union, and the two men later exchanged correspondence. . . - i

SLESINGER went to Odessa- to visit relatives, and DVORKIN. . CoA

directed: the Odessa KGB to “"surround” him with .agents. who. e

could watch his behavior. If there had been any indication. ’ 7

of intelligence activities, the KGB would have atterpted. '

to recruit SLESINGER, but since no evidence was developed, o

no approach was made. SLESINGER had travelled to the X

Soviet Union before, several times. ) ’ e

A sensitive source

Y 3 had reported to the
FBL that the KC3 suspacted SLESINGER to
be an FBI "~1ant" and that KGB officer
5 ¥ "might be trying to develop
SLESINGER to act as a courier or in some
other agent capacity.®

NOSENKO's information was substantially

Comment :

‘. reported to the FBI in July 1962 of his
June 1962 visit to Moscow and Odessa. S
In Odessa SLESINGER was contacted by a , Y SRR i
Soviet official who exhibited "intimate .. & o SR 3
knowledge" of his business in New York .o
Cxty and had asked whether SLESINGER had ’

"ever been bothered by the FBI." . N
P4l TsNe e

Top Secret Copy

i

W“ LG ,‘wﬂk‘-ﬁ.wﬂu&\ﬂ""’““"‘b“’ R A i g s

T e




Lo e wavadh e b

Top Secret
(SEVENTH CEPARTMENT - Januiry 1962-1964)

Comment: (Continued)

In 1966 SLESINGER-reported to the FBI that.
he was -in touch with a Moscow photographic
shop proprictor, and he described evidence
of K5GB intexest in him during his visit to
Odessa in 1362, Previous to visiting the
Sovier Union in 1962, SLESINGER had been-in
contact with a number of Soviet officials
from tac Unitad Nations,

NOSENTD was not specific in describing how he learned
of SLESINGER, who nay vepresent a First Chief Directorate
case. :

Arrest and the KGB Agent ETEN

NOSENKO was asked in Geneva in 1964 whether he was
involved in the arrest of an American tourist in the
USSR in the fall of 1963. Almoest at conce. NOSENKO
identified the caise as that of

w
]see a»ove)l who had been a

On lomosexual chazges 1n Kiev. NOSEMNKO said that

was involved with an American agent of the KGB Scientiric

and Technical (Su«T) Directorate. NOSENKO did not know the
agent's nanz, but from the description he provided he is
believed icdentical with gEEmN g a KGB S&T
agentd 1uent1;1ed earlier on the basis cf a May 1962 report
from Lt .a sensltive source. -

MOSENKO's Information

H Pas a longtime member of the American Communist
Party and a frequent visitor after the Second World War
to the Soviet Union, where he had extensive contacts anrmong
disgsident literary figures and other Soviet citizens,

-particularly among Russian Jews. [NOSENKO explained in

another context that the KGB is wary of foreigners' contacts
with Soviet Jews because the Israeli Intelligence Service
has- frequently inspired such contacts.] Because of these
many suspicious contacts, toth First and Second
Directorates had concluded that
agent” planted in or recruited I¥omM the ranks. of the :
Communist ParLy in the United States. - .

295 e TS No.. 197124
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(SEVENTH DUPAKTMEUT - January 1962-January 1964)

LOGRNKN!'s Informatipn

SHUBIN was a native of California of Russian ox-
traction, a Russian speaker, and a university professor
in Neow York City. SHUBIN, who.nad visited the Sovict
Union twice before, visited the Soviet Union in 1958
or 1959, while NOSENED was serving his first tour of
duty in the Seventh Department. At that time, SHUBIN
was the tarqget of feventh Dcpartrﬂnt case officer
A.A. VETLITSKIY, NOSENKO heard later that SHUBIN was'
placed under surveillance, and when the KGB surveillance
cibserved SHUBIN as a passenger in a {iinistry of Dofense
automobile, the GRU was asked avout the Awmerican. “They
very furtively said that thev were interested in him,"
from which tiiec KGB concluded that SHUBIN was a GRU agent.

In 1962 (sic) NOSENKO was reviewing a list of foreign
visitors to the Sovict Union and he noted SHUBIN's name
and recalled his earlier identification as a GRU agent.
NOSENKO himself telephoned GRU General SOKOLOV's office
and inform2d SOKROLOV of SHUBIN's presence {or, according
to another v;rs4on, SIKOLOV's office was advised by
others}. SOROLOV'’s office eventually apologizod for
having failed carlier to notify the KGB of the GRU's
interest in SHUBIN.

)
a sensitive source

Comment: Darlier, &8 <didentified a
agent agparently 1dentical with SHUBIN )
and FBI sources reported SiHUBIN's travel
to the USSR in summer 1961 and in
Septenber 1963.

SHUBIN had no valid U.S. passport
between 1940 and June 1961; if he wvisited
the Soviet Unicn during that period it was
not as an American tourist under his true
name. Consequently, he could not then have
been the tourist target of the Seventh
Department case officer, as NOSENKO claimed.
If NOSENKO erred, and actually was referring
to SHUBIN's visit in 1961, there is a. furthnr
contradiction: NOSENKO could not have "
noticed his name while reviewing tourist
lists in the Seventh Department, because
he claims he was in the Amerlcan Department
-at the time. o
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(SEVENTE DEPAKTMNENT - January 1962-January 19€4)

NOSLNKG went te Gorkiy on the fourth day after Cirae=-

PAKOV's disappearance.  fThe

area was covered with \ery

deep

WOOUS ,

"vhere a nnrson could los: himself for life" On the
seventiy day CHEREFANOV wvas located and arrested dn Jaku,
where ne was on his way to the Iran:an border.

A special plane was immediately sent to Raku, carrying

S.H.

FEZDOSLYLY

and scveral other American Department

off:-

Cers.

They brought CHEREPANOV immediately back to Moscow,

interrogating him cn the plane. He immadiately cenfossed ) K
to having given the doucuments to the Americans. When asked
why, he said he was "angry at the KGh, very angry", and
besides, he thougnt ne might ask the Americans for sono o
morey in return Zor the Jdocurments. e confessed that on ' oo
4 November he had passed the documents to an hmericarn tourist o
who was a librarian interested in Pussian bocks. He said he
had given the documonts to the American in the entranca
rallway in the burlding of the Ministry of Forxeinn Affairs,
the building in which the Ministry of Foreign Trade was also
houscd.

A

H
Because CHEREPAUOV he.! eluded the KGB Letween the two S

fixed surveillance posts wnich had been established, the C

g Second Chief Dircctorete suffered considerable criticism
for not putting CHERUPANOY under £ull, . round-the-clock.
surveillance. CHERCPANOV himself, however, told the G

g that if he had detected his surveillants he would have
written to the government and newspapers a letter of protest
against "such an indigrity, such persecution®”, and ‘then

5 would have cornmitted suicide, leaving the KGB withcout proof
of his quilt.

sensitive sources,
Comment: Other sources,1nc1ud1ng SRS N
. have also reported various aspects oz the
CHERIPANOV incident. ‘
NOSENI'O's asscrtions with respect to the
CHEREPANOV case, however, are not material to
cwi . e oo his claim that he was Deputy Chief of the
Seventh Department at the time,
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': (SEVENTII DEPARTHENT - January 1962-January 1¢64}) S S
The Recall Telegran .
; LOSENKO s Infourmation - : S
) Cn 3 February 1964, DNOSEURO claimed, he visiteéd the KG3 ‘
' lLegal Residency once during €h2 morning before he ret with
C’ and again that eveun:ng after 1800; there were at thosc s
times no KGB telegrams concerning him. On the morning of 3
4 February he again stopped in at rthe Residency, but there
were again no such messaaces for him. Later in the rorning :
of 4 February, hovever, after attending a sessicn of the B
Disarmament Ccnference, he returned to the Residency and -
found that a telegram from KGB Headquarters had arrived, g
. instructing him to return to !icscow immediately to partici- ¥
; pate in the ¥GB conference on tocurism. After relating the 4
substance of the telegram, NC3ENNO defected and was thence- :
: forth in CIA custody. ;
3 ©d
; Comment : k
}
i -3
{ 3 B
%
Tl o . - . 324 SR G Co R
) ‘ o . TS No. 197124 -

' FR *- Top Secret -~ Copy —
- St Y G "h"‘ "”w"v’-""‘iv«»‘l SRS 3% ‘ : f-:}‘::l';::{,&:.};»:“‘;f‘:"‘T;;f“""““?"’W*:‘f;‘;""‘

- .




14-00000

Topy Secret

3
RN,

(SLVENTH DEPARTIENT -~ January 1¢62-Januery 1964)

s &3 =

g HOSELFO's Lventual Retractien Rosarding Recall Teiccocram i
! 3
ROLTNRO maintalined throughout nis interrogations
= ir, 19G4 ani 1965 that thero was the recall telegram and that : \
% it prompted iiis defecticn,  In Ccoteober 13466, howevrer, vhile ’ .
being ques+%ionced again, NOSENIEO stated that thero had been : e
no telegram rocolling hvim to Moscew fror Geneva, end he ! s
g signed the fellowing statement: ! n
L Y N - '
“On 4 ¥ohruary 1964, 1 told -y CIA cortact i 1
in Gencva that a telegram from lHeadqguarters in i
g Hoscow had Leen received in the KGE Fzsidency 1in ' .
Geneva rocalling me immediately to Moscow. 1 said .
£ the tim2 that this telegram said that I was L
E recalled to participate in a conference to plan KG3 . o
. activity against tourists for the 1964 season. I j
maintained this story as fact throuchout subsecucnt 4
g interviews and interrogaticns by American authcrities {}
: in 1964 and 1965. No such telegram ever existed. ".«.5
: No telegram was received in Geneva. i admit that :

the story; was a lie. I myself inventzd this tele-
gram in corder to hasten my defection. I was rervcus
and afraid that 1y contacts with American Intelli-
gence micht be noticed.”

Knowledge of Other Scventih Department Cperations

g The notes NOSEMNKO bLrought to. CIA in Geneva in 1964
{sce p.319) included bLrief reference to thirteen c:her KGB
operations conducted, against what NOSENKO descriked as
. tourists during the 1962-1963 period. Tor reasons cited
g in the description of these operations in Annex B, these
opcrations are not material to NOSEIIKO's claim to service
1n 1962-1963 as cither Chief of the American-British
a Commeonwealth Section or as Deputy Chief cf the Seventh
Department. ‘ '

‘
.

.
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(SLVENTH CLPAKTHENT - Jaruary 1962-January 1964)

Operetioral Activit:ies =~ July 1262-January 1964: Summary

To substantiate his claims to havinc served as Deputy
Chief of the Soavonth Lepartment during this pericd, NCOSENXO
describos NGH g ment in tho recruitment of
the arrests of and BARGHOORN, and the investigaticns
¢f SLESINGER, OSWALD, and of former XGU officer CHEREPANOY,
his discovery that SHUBT! was a GRU agent,. and his aasignmont
to Ganeva, Even if HCSENID learned cf the operations as :
he described and they were as he described (there are substan- -
tial reasons why they might have been ccnducted by KGB )
clements other than the Seventh Departrent), they are atypical :
with respect to LOSENXO's oun descraption of Scventh Deparz- . ;
rent cperatiens. They do ncet accurately characterize, as ‘
NOSENTO claims, HGB counterintelligence operations against
tourists, and thus do not subsztantiate his Seventh Department
service, NOSENKO's explanaticns for his assignment to
Geneva in 1964 are no more plausible than for his earlicr
assignment there in 1962, NOSEZNKO has asserted that he was
rnot a lieutenant colonel as the tempore:y duty authorization
indicated, but a captain, a rank incongruous with a Deputy
Chief of Department and one from which he presumably vould
have been promoted as he assumed the sonior WGB3 positions
which hLe cla1med to have hle fF"ﬁahnzngﬁwrw“w“

.

A Taden

o eetes

KGB Counterintelligence Operations

Among american Tourists :
1962-1963

Because of his positicn as a Deputy Chief, then First
--Deputy Chief of the Scventh’ Department, NOSENKO claimed o e e e e ehedin
awareness of what the KGR posture was with respect to ’
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(OTIICR ASPLCTS OF NOSLINO'S KGB CARELR)

Other Sources ~ 1964 and 1965

a qonqi tive snurn

2z indicated in Annex A, & eie } re,)o-'tc"
several itenms of informution he stnLeu~ne outalneu rom
various KGB colleaqgues. According to these reports, GRIBMIOV
was expelled frcm the XGB as a consequernce of HNOSLHKC's
ucfcct;on, it was yumored that GRIBANOV was to Le fired
Lecause he had Been NOSEKIO's friend and patron, that
GRIRZNOV was hcld res;oasible for the defection of his
protoge, that GRIBANOV had approved NOSENNO's assionrment to
Geneva in 19C4 despite xnowledge of facts making \0,“.\0
ncligible, tiiat GRIBLLOV was a long time friend of HOSINIC
fa“hcr, that L.OSENRO had Leen a deputy to a Jcpar**o"t Chie
dfsplce his junior rqnn b.cause of GKIBANOV's influence, ‘
and that GRIIALOV was dismissed from the GR and Party
Lecause he willfully wvithheld information about NCSENKXO's
i procurang women for rarties which he anéd the General arranged.

s
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; ~ NOSENKO's Information - Post 1964 :

Immediately following his defection NOSENKO continued to . ‘
refer to this special and personal relationshig, which ‘
touched on nearly every aspect of NOSENKO's KGB service. A
Under 1nterrogat10n, hcwever, NOSENKO could not sustain
this claim. The extent IOSENKO's staterents were retracted .
or contradicted vith respect to GRIBANOV or contradicted by o
other evidence, is scen from the following exarmples excerpted. , )
from the earlier chronological examination: GRIBANOV arote R
the very best fitness report on NOSENKD that could be givern - ’ '
{Retracted. GRIBANOV wrotc none of NOSENKO's fitness 4 P
reports); KOSENKO and CRIDANOV carroused together with wormen
: prcvided by NOSENKO (Retracted. NOSENKO recalled only two
occasions, and could relate only one in any detail.}:
recruited Edward SMITH (see p. 37) together with NOSENKO
, {Retracted., NKROSENKO played no active role in-SMITE recruit-
] nent attempt and was not in Embassy Section at time.);
NOSENKO accompanied GRIiBANOV to diplomatic receptions in
1961 at which the latter learned that French Ambassador
% DeJean was GRIBANOV's agent (Retracted. NOSENKO accompanied
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SWLARY OF CONCLUSIONS
C))ICI 2NING KOSLNX0'S BLLA FIDES

NOSENKD claims that he served for a decade in the XGB in

uccevsively senior positions of authority from which he
uerlv 4 extensive raowledge of the scope, character, nd
results ©of ¥GU operations a2gainst Arericans in the Soviet
Uricn in the period 1353-1%{3. To substantiate his clain,
he provid=ze an inpruqslve array of information -ahkous ¥GB
"=r=onnc-, o*ganlv rLion and operations which, te the extent
that it hLas been coni:rmed, 15 presunptive evidence of his
tona fides. VYarious Sovietr officials, including intelli-
g?nye ofrlcers, have genoerally corroborated NOSENKO's
clainmz, Aczording to some cf these sources, NOSENXKO was
< senior hGJ officeyr wiho occuvied a series of sconsitive
positions, «ho enjoyed consilerable authority ard trust
despite personal shortcomings, and whose defection, "the
greatest loss ever suffored Ly Soviet Intell1aorce"

paralyzecd the wori of €n3 53 4%“73, Pt ?W&E@Tﬂ@ﬂgﬁﬁf

The examination has comrpared cach element of NOSENKO's
bicgraphy relevant to his claimed KGB service with known
facts and reasonabie surmise. The examination reflects
the test to which his accounts were put: whether his
accounts are internally cohersnt and consistent with known
fact, and whether he actually gained the informatior he has
from occupying the KGB positions he ciaims to have held.

In short, is he what he says he is, according to his own
accounts?
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