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. ) 1 Ccicbar 1968

' \xzmomxnnv. FOR: Dirccter of Security A

FROM ' s Deguly Chicf, Sceourity Rescarch Staff

*
v

e . SUBJECT . : NOSENKO, Yuriy Ivanovich

1. Jla accordance with tle roguest of thp Deputy Eircctor
‘.- of Central Intclligence, attached i a summary|with conclusios ‘ .
. . coacernlnz the bona fides of Yuriy Ivenovich NOSENKO. Sube ;
et " .. concluslons arc contalned ia tic sumraary cencersniag scves ’ e
‘ .mnjor areas which were given paiw a:y cunslderation iniae maucr ‘
© R AT of 'the bona fides of NCSINEO. - } C .
2. Includd in this cumiaary are coinmenls concerning
concluswns in tho previcus sumnminsy and an annex contalning va-
marks on threo scpazate suujucic reiated to the NOSLENKD eane.

s er v 0z

. 3. In brict, the c..o.u,m..i aelih t
r ‘ fs the poxrson ho claims to b, this ke beid bic elaimed post
S : the KGE during 1953 ~ January 1954, tsat NCSENNO was aot dise
: patched by tha G2, and taat his previcus les and exagperations
o, . . aronot ac.uau/ of material ol snilicance at this time,
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TAZLEZ Gz CCNTINTS

1. Intrcduction’

. Summary of Developments in NCSEZNKO Case Since
30.October 1967 .

-. ~ _IOI, Anailytical Comments Concerning the Bona Fides of Yuriy

O - - Ivanovicnh NOSENXO :

A. Is NCSENKO Identicai t
to be?

¢

the Person Whom He Claims

.B. Is.the Claimed XG3 Career ¢ NCSENKO Diausible?

- a

C,- Has NOSENXO Given an Accegtable Explaration of
His Motivation in Coniacting CIA in 1962 and For
His Defection in 19647

D. Is the Information Furnished by NOSENKO to CIA
’ Concerning KG3 Operations, Personalities, and
o a » »

. Organization Reasonably Commensurate With Ei
I e ¢ ' Claimed XG23 Career?

s

- E. Can.the Information Furnished by NOSENXO be
’ Considered in Toto as Having Resulted in Mater
.- Damage to the KG3 ané/or Has the information
~ ° Furnished by NOSZNXO 3een of Signilicant Bernelir
to Western Intelligerce? ’ -

-
-

F. Is There Evidence of KGB Deception oxr "Give-Away'
in Information Furniszed by NOSENKO Which Would
. Warrant a Conclusica that NOSENKO was Dispaiched
+ .- by the KGB? . ' - '
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Taerc Evicance ol & 2Pouiical or Any Gt'ler Tyse

Objective Wrich Could Juaiily
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Concerning riis Knowiedge of &
NCSENKO Being Given a Speciii
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There Any Evicdence Thai the Contacts of NCSEN

1962 or in 1964 With CIA Woere Known to tine XGZ Prior
to His Deicciion or ..r.at \OSE\AO Was Zver Bricied
by tihe KGB Relatlve to £is Behavior or KGE Onjectiv

BT

v

[ T

During Thesv Contacis or After His Delection?

R Iv., Commentis Concerning Previous Coaclusions in Regaré to NCSZNKO ' '
A. OSE\'KO Did Not Serve in the Naval.RU in Any of the . ‘
Capacitics or at the Places and Times de C
i ‘ ey T , . . . !
% .B. NOSENKO Did Not Enter ine XG3 in the Manner or at the ‘ 3

’Iimc He ,Claimed'

| "y ot “

"

M ol L

C. \05:.\’2\'0 Did Not Scrvc in the American Embassy Scction
Throughout the 1953 - 1955 Period as Hc Claimed

e

D. During the Period 1955 - 1960, He Was Neither a Senior ‘ ‘
Case Oiiicer in, nor Deputy Chief of, the Seventh
Depariment American-3British Commonwealh Section

E. NOSENKO Was Neither Deputy Chiei of the American Embassy
-Section nox a Sénior Oflicer or Supervisor inthe Section

- " During the Perind. 1961 - 1902”~(51c) »

F. NOSENKO's Ciaims, That in 1962 He was Crhiei of tae

’ Armerican-Britisn Cormamonwealta Section 2and Was
- o _— Thereafier a Deputy Chiei of the Seventh Department,
' Are Not Credible

G I\'OSA:.\KO Has no Vahd Claim to Certamty That the KGB . ;
Recruited No American Embassy Personnel Betwee-x ' i :
1953 and His Defection in 1964 '
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B R ed. l» -
: INTRODUCTION ~ ‘

The following summary and analysis is not intended to be . o

all inclusive, that is to contdin a specific comment on all organi~

zational, operational, personality and case type information furnished

- by Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO. To a.ttempt to do 80 'would be repetitious

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

‘iormation of logical conclusions concerning the rather limited areas of . '

primary concern.
Co Thi_s summary wi}l not contain a detailed psychological ' ‘
" assessment of NOSENKO nor will it cqn‘t‘Ain"aA'r"e'éit'a‘tibxlx of the nurerous ' <o T RTT
theories which have been-promulgated in the éast concerning varying
‘aspects of the NOSENKO case, This summary will be primarily . . o

.directed toward the question of whether NOSENKO was or was not ‘ R . ’

- dispatched by the KGB, whether his claimed KGB career is relatively

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

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

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

"these were of a personal nature, intended to enhance his own importance

i A e A b R Y B
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o e .

Wwwﬁgr_mw ittt ki r i




14-00000

\ ' . f‘ f*, F—c-,q

, . \;,_.

-~

\J.._‘_,,_

but not to mislead this Agency in any material matters of an operational

or policy nature.

In order to avoid any misundérstanding of the phrase ""bona
.ﬁdes” a3 considered in this summary, NOSENKO will be judéed primarily
on whetier he voluntarily defected to this Agency without KGB knoirledge,
and whether his 1962 'and early 1964 contacts with representatives of this

Agency_w;\rere known to the KGB. | Motivation a.x)fi certainvo.thex-' pertinent
aspects will be considere;l. bu-t ﬁs admitted prév'iops errors._‘ lies and
ex#ggerationa will not per se wa?rant a conclusion that NOSENKO is not a
@ “uuna fide' defector.
There is not an accurate standard or scale of measurement
against which information concerning NOSENKO can be balanc';ed or |
correlated to determine if he is or is not a dispatched KGB officer, For
purposes of this analysis and summary, an arbitrary list of areas
considered pertinent ha'sz been compiled. Readers may differ in regard to
whetixer .this arbitrary standard is a completely accurate standard, but‘ it :
is felt that the informa—;ion-'from NOSENKO and information from other
. sources derived through independent investigation will permit the reader
to assess the information in toto against any standa.rd he consiéeré

appropriate. ‘ ' o

The previous summary on NOSENKO entitled, "The Exami-

nahon of the Bona Fides of a KGB Defector, " has been consxdered in

‘SECRE [s e .‘-”caomcé
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the pruparation of thie summary. It will be cornmented on in part - ' o :;'J
oxnd thie snmmary‘win include conclusions correlated with the seven
primery conclusions set forth on page 358 of the above summary. - : T
Remarks concerniag certel: 2rrors, tnéénahtenclea. omh?lons and
unsupparted conclusions in'ike previcun s‘nnimnty ia regord to npc'cvtﬁc
cases or sub-areas will be ta;cluded in this summary. However, this
summary will not include & polnt-by-poﬁt cqmp&rl.aon of sll areas of o ‘
agreement or disagreement with information contained in the previoua A |
;ummry. |

: A poesitivo decteion in regard to NOSENKO based on all

available {nformation should be madse in ths iramediate future. Thore '

W

e Tk are =0 known sources currectly avallable ta provide new positive PR
informsation concerning NOSENKO and kis bona fldes. It {8 recognizsed
: thas there Lo alwaye a poosibility in the future a new source or sourcas

will be able to furnish additisnal information in regard to NOSENKO.

‘Hovwraver, this possibility {s exceedingly tanuoun and {t {2 {elt there
is sufficlent {nformation avsilable on which to base a conclusioa in A

- . the NOSENKO matter.
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SUMMARY OF DEVELOPMENTS IN NOSENKO CASE : -

SINCE 30 OCTOBER 1967 o = -

Since 30 October 1967, interviews with Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO = . : .

hﬁvé b;en conducted by one individual not previously k.nownlpersonally to o ) o :
NOSENKO but who has been aware of the NOSENKO case since June 1962, | .

Interviews have been detailed and very extensive in scope, have o
been recorded and transcribed, and have covered the entire life and careel : <
of NOSENKO without regard to “"hether a particular aspect had been
covered during previous interview or interviews,

NOSENKO, although naturally apprehensive during the first few
iﬁterviews, has been cooperative, has developed a relaxed attitude, and
the interviewer has ;)oted no s';lgniﬁcant reluctance to discuss any aspect
of his life, career, or activities. On occasion NOSENKO has indicated a < o ‘

. reluctance to make positive statements in certain areas previously
considered at a minimum extremely controversial. This reluctance

wasg understandable and when it became apparent to NOSENKO that the

7
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interviewer would not dispule or disparage his statements without adeqguate
reason, this rejuctance on the part of NOSENKO, in the opinion of the
interviewer, totaiiy disappecarud.

During the intervieyin; period, particularly in the {irst six months,
NOSENKO materially assisted tne interviewer by preparing approximately
sixty memora;nda on such diverse subjects as his life,, motivation for de-
{ection, individual cases, notes which ne furnished to CIA in 196_4. KGB
organization, and KGB officer and agent personalities, As an example
of the scope of this work by NOSENKO, four of the memoranda included

_oh
remarks concerning approximatelyE?S]KGB ofiicers, EO&]KGB agents,

¢ 35 GRU officers, andE%O other Soviet nationals. These listé were alpha=-
getically arranged and.the abov‘e indicated cooperation of NOSENKO has
materially assisted in the organization and evaluation of iniormation
furnished by hin.x during current interviews,

Copies of transcripts of interviews with NOSENKO and related
memoranda have been disseminated to the FBI and the CI Stafi, Special
Agent Elbert Turner and Special Agent James Wooten of the Washington
Field Office/FBI in particular have given great assistance in research
and compilation of new or additional information and the FBI has inter-
viewed or reinterviewed a number of United States citizens concerning

whom NOSENKO has furnished pertinent information.

2 6001C42

. | SECRET | ,
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el ' In addition, three professionals from the SB Division have

reviewed the current information and assisted in the retrioval of

previous information from NOSENKO and collation of current

information with previous informatic-a. The latter is a tremendous

task bacause of ths voluma of materizel; the _number of individual

cases {irvnlved; and the axcénal;o ln(és;mat{on {n regard to }{GB ‘ !
perscanlities, precedures, oxganiuﬂouﬂ structure and activities, | ;
The 8B Diviston 2lso provided ths ;ervlcca of an oxpoit
thr to translate tha tapes of the 1363 {nterrogation of NOBENKD - | , o
by Petr DERYABIN and one of the previcusly mentioned three pro= |
fassionala coﬁpleud a new translation of the 1962 interviews with

NOSENKO. In addition, tranacrtpttons ot cemlu odnr particulu-ly

pcrtincat prcviona tn:orv{awa of NOSENK’) ba.ve bean comploud by
tho Oifice of _Schrlty. .

: : Appreximately 7000 pages of transcripts and related material
‘ have boen compiled ard disseminated since late October 1967. Com- | }
ineats concerning tha value of the information contained in the &bove
P - mtcthl aro contained in ancther section of ﬁxh sermunary. Ao of the -
—_— R proﬁn& thmas, & complete anaiﬁin is not po;atble since a considerable

. portica of the material has not beo§ fully processsd. In the proparation
" of this summary all areas of major llpiﬂcanqe have been examined.

o ;::Becauo of the volm:nlnoul lulormauon. a.ll amlytica.l and’ colhdan work

lul not been eomplotod. but lt is uol. conetdoted that, baud on all -

rmh sl A et ]
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the remaining work will materially a!foct

tha conclusions drawn in this summary.

available Mormguon.
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sixty

2 August end conciudod on 6 August 1968. Approximately
qusations of a pertinent nature ware included in the polygraph later-

view.

1

No probleme wzre encountered d&!ing_ﬂw polygraph interview

.-

end no sdditional testing of NOSENKO is anticipated. Attached ts a

copy of the ‘ull-éxplauco.r'y report on the results of the polygraph

tnte

ERSREAVE SN

i

‘

Intarviews with NOSENKO have continued since the polysraph

intorview on a temporarily reduced sca'.lo'ﬁtrk ordar to permita rcviaw.

Thore s, .

o

v

v

ol

v

and proparation 9{'.,51}.&3‘ gumunary.

of previous information

3

ks

i 7] éoubt that foture intorviows with NOSENXSO will rsveal information

of intelligence value, but iaformation devsloped thus far will parmit

4

a doclelon in the cage of Yurly Ivanovich NOSENK?D.

A

ext:

12 Aug 68 Polygraph Rpt
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w0 : Cniel, Securiiy Reseercn Staff 12 Auguss 1968 4
FROY : Izterrozation Research Division : .. . ’
SUBJECY ¢ Yurly Zvanovich MOS0 IRD # 67491 o

Io7IIT ‘.fJ.uG D/ZA T . : . Lo

+ Subject is a 4O year old LTormer ‘{GB Stai‘:er wao defected o the ‘ R
US.;n.&oLir.Geueva. : ‘ o L

BICAGROWD . ' S

B

#r. Bruce L. Solie of the Security Resecarch S‘w.ff has beéen de- - ‘ ) . R o

oriefing and interrogating Subject since Octover 19567 in orxder to . . N
resolve the issue wWhether Subject was a dispatchied ajzent of the XCB. ' / :

iie has conducted & vast exount of research and checking witn sources
' in an effort to estaolisa the veracitj of Subject's statements.

PURPOSE
@ ' The ‘primary purpose of the poliygraph test was to aetcmine.
1. Whether Suoject was a dispatched Agent of the AGB. L

2. Whether Subject had inteniionalliy given Mr. Solie
any faise inlormation.

. . ——

PROCEDURE '

Subject was given a polygroph examination on 2 August 1968 at -
a safesite in the vicinity of Wasnington, D.C. The examination was
conducted in the Znzgiisa language. Suojecti's comprehension and the
&bility to express himself in Engiish was coupletely adequate for
- purposes of poliygrash testing. Sudject was completely cocperative
in all respects. Suoject displayed no evasiveness and appeared to s
be completely Iranik wherever he was questioned or gave inforzation . N
aa & topic. - = e : -
. .

[N

The :t‘ol.'l.ow:l.n° relevant questions were asmd during the first test. : '
Is your true pame Yuriy Ivanov:.ch NOSERKO? Yes. , o , o

Wereyou'bornint‘..eyearma?? Yes. S ' S '1-:

Besides the Azericans, did you tell anyone else a.'bout your

Fmt gty ol a e e e vl

< 0o SECRET - [mwtmime

[T
"o . . $o0%000t30aM0n | e
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Did you ever telil arjyone in the XG5 abouv your contac’ with
Naerican Inteillgence? 0.,

were you given instructions by the KGB to gev in contact wita
lzerican Intelligence? 0.

Were you told by ithe XG3 to defect in order to carry out an
Inteliligence mission? No.

ae following relevent gquestions were asrzed during the second test:

Did trhe XG3 actually serd o coutunication Jor your recall to
tne USSR on the éay of your deleciion? iwe.

Were you acquainted with CHIREPANLGY? Yes.

Did you actually travel to Gorxiy in liovemver 1963 to hunt for
CHEREPANOVT  Yes.

Are you deliverately withholding frea us any information about .
the XG3 recruitzent of Azericans? o, ’

Does the AGB have MZTKA end 1 ZPTu.c €07 Yes.

Were you the responsivie Case Cfficer for Joha Abidian in 1960-617
Yes.

DO you Xnow the irue nome oFf ADIRZY or SASIA?  NWo.
Did you ever mave tucerculasis? Yes.

“he foilowing reievant quesitiouns were asiked on test tnree:
id you serve in lavy Intelligence from 1951 to 19537 Yes.
WasEEUBL‘Bin the USSR during the period 1957 to 19597 Yes.

’

To the best of your xznowledge, were you in the Seventh
Depertment at tnis time? Yes.

D14 you telephone the GRU about|SiUunil|at this time? Yes.

70 the best of your knowledge, was POPOV comproxised because
of t.‘ne letter Xr. Winters wmailed? Yes.

— B . 0001016

‘
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7o ne oeat of your inzwlelge, was NinLlOVEGY eposed to the
333 vecause of the pss surveiiiance oa tie Britieh Zobassy?l o
Jes. .

Was themany wisleading Inlonuation ia tue notes you.drougnt
out from the Soviet vzicat io.

Did you intentionally exagzerate ycur personal assoclation wita
GRABNWOVT  ho. . :

Are you niding any saverse informatioa about your bacxkground? lNo.

Sudbject's poiygrapn tesi reflected no signilicant responses irndicative
of deception regarding the raievant questions asiecd. 0 further polygrann
-2

tests were adninistercd oa tils date occause the exaziner did not want to
ran tic risk of fatigue setting ia and thus possibiy ceusing edrenalin

' exhaustion.

Poiygraph testing was resuzed on 6 August 1968. The foilowing
rclevant questions were asied ca test lour: -
: Did you Join the XGB ia larch 19537 Ycs. -

Were you a KGB officer frem 1553 to 196L? Yes. - ,
Vere you a Deputy Chie? ¢ ihe Seventh Departmesntt Yes.
were you only a Captaln at this time? -Yes. S

Were you en oflicer in tie U.S. Ecbassy Seciloa frém March .. t
1953 to May 19557 Yes. T

In 1958 and 1955 were ycu ithe Deputy Chniel of the imerican=
British-Canadian Secticn iz the Seventn Departmenc? Yes.
Fron January 1560 to Decezber 1951 were you the Deputy to the
Chief of the First Section of the First Dopartcent? Yes.

From Jaauary to July 1952 were you the Cinie? of thme First Section .
: of the Seventh Departzezit Yes.

Were you an officer in tkhe First Section, First Department, SCD,
at the time of the Staiingrad operatioa againstEensop," ule]and

w-@tot,@ E 006 -
- . | . 6001017 ;- o
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The Toliowing reievant questions were asied on tess five:

Since 1953 do you znow of any other (G2 receruiticuss in the
American Eubassy oesides /oTIEY and @o:mﬁ? o,
ob

Did the XGD sanow about the £otes you vrousnt ©.~.7 0.

Have you told us the compiete trutn about your i3 carcer? Yes.

" Did you intentionally exagserate your nersonal involvement in

cases in 1962 and 196k ia orcer to micicad us? 0.

Did you intentionally give us any faice opcratioral
information? iio.

Did GRIBANOV offer you the position of Deputy Chie? of the
First Departmentt? Yes.

VWas an order actually prepared promoting you to Deputy to the
Cnief of the First Depariuent? Yes.

In early 1960 cid GRIBANLOV sell you tuat your prizary responsibility
was 10 work against Auericaa Code Cierks? Yes.

Other than you wmentioned, &re you hiding any other reasons for
your delection? Iiio.

Are you deliberately witnnoiding any inlorsation cz any foreigners
recruited oy the XG3?7 o,

The Tollowing reievant questioas were asked oa test 6ix:

Did you enter tihe XG3 throuzga the inlluence of Gezeral BOGDAN
KO3ULOV? Yes.

Did you succeed BAKHVALOV as Deputy Chied of the 7First Section?
Yes. .

Did GRYAZNOV succeed you as Depuby Crief of the Pirst Section?
Yeﬁo N

" Were the CHERZPANOV papers passed to the Auericans with KGB

knowledge? No.
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To mowledge wab there any wisicnding information in the
Ciiba: 0V papers?  Lo.

N v . L2d . vt

Did you ever personaily Leet GOLITOY.? No. .
RS . T

Was therc a cavle sent to Ceaneva for you to assist ARTFIEV | . ,
in the BELITSKIY case? Yes. O(, ) ‘

1

Did you personailiy mase &n approacn tLo\{LYISEAS|at the Moscow . |
Aixrport? Yes. . : e

Tne foilowing relevant gquestions were asied on test seven:

Did you actually review the XGB Iile oﬂ 034%W/AlD? Yes. ’ . ‘

. Did LEZ HARVEY OSWALD receive any XGB training or asaigiments? : '
! No. . .

. . . L
Were there any microphones instailed in the North Wing of the '
U.S. Ewoassy in Moscow? NO.

€9

Vias the review of microphone reports one of your duties in
1960-617 Yes. ‘

~ Are you withholding &ry information known {0 you concerning
#G3 wicrophones or electronic activity against the U.S. i ,
Enoassy? 0.

Before your official transler to ihe Seventh Departzent did .

‘ you resd thnc surveillsnce report on the visit of ABIDIA ..
. to PUSHAIN street? Yes. n

Did you personally coniuct a certain investigation of SHAKOV . i

in 1962 in Geneva? Yes. ‘ ‘

Was the ranx of Lieutenant Colonel on your travel docuxment - ] : |
to GORQY only a wistake by XASIPEROV? Yes. . . '

_The following relevant gquestions were asxked on test eight: '

‘While in tre U.S. Ezbassy Section did you obtain a typewriter

i

.~ . Tor BORODIN for the preparation of a letter-to Zdward Zilis
SMITH? Yes. .

Py
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1
ANALYTICAL COMMENTS CONCERNING THE BONA FIDES OF
YURIY IVANOVICH NOSENKO

o . - As indicated in the irtroduction to f‘nis_ summary, information in
‘ ’regard to Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO will be considered against an arbi-
trary but realistic list of areas considered pertinent to the question of
whether NOSENKO volx{mta'rily defected to this Agency without XGB

kno’wlédge,' and whether his 1962 and early 1964 contacts with represent-
" atives of this Agency were known to the KGB.

P o --It was noted that motivation and certain other pertinent aspects

uld'dlso be considered but'that his admitted previous lies and exag-

ERR would

. ) gerations would not per se warrant a conclusion that NOSENKO is not a

N "bona. fide defector. "

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

i are being given specific consideration, Attached is a separate section
:.‘) N ' ' ' B

) .containing remarks in regard to the cesignated areas of A - H,

4 } ‘ :

A, Is NOSENKO identical to the person whom he claims

e to be? ,

B.  Is the claimed KGB career of NOSENKO plausible?
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C. Has NOSENKO given an acceptaﬁle expianation of - ‘
, his motivation in contacting CIA in 1962 and for his ‘
, gefection in 19647 . ' : : c

D.. Is ine information furnished by NOSENKO to CIA

S - concerning KGB operations, personalities, and organi- :

; zation reasonabiy commensurate with his ¢laimed KGB . | i :
; career? | a ,
E. Can the information furnished by NOSENKO be con- o
. . . : : \ ;
; sidered in toto as having resulted in material damage
to the KGB and/or has the information furnished by ‘
*3 : | NOSENKO been of significant benefit to Western Intelli- ' A
; ' NIRRT gencef CT : . ' i I
: F. Is there eyidencel of KGB deception or 'give away'" in 1
\ . information furnished byi NOSENKO which would warrant \ i
V a conclusion that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB? o l
J G. Is there Aevidénce of a political or any other typ; objéctive
‘ - . which could justify a dispatch of NOSENKO by the KGB . . - o ;
: 3 . with permission to speak freely to CIA concerning his w

L knowledge of the KGB and without NOSENKO being given ‘

a specific mission or missions?

S
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H. 1Is there any evidence that the contacts of NOSENKO

: in 1962 or in 1964 wita CIA were known to the KGB

_ prior to his defection or that NOSENKO was ever briefed . oo
by the KGB reiativg to his behavior or KGB objectives .

- . .

: . during these contacts or after his defection? ‘ .
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A. 1s NOSENKO identical to the person whom he claims to be?

During inte‘rviews NOSENKO has furnisaed detailed information in regax.'d
to his family, his activities as a youth, the schools he attended, assoc-
iat;as of his father and riother, and his own associates. The period
under consideration in this section is the period preceding his. ehn.-y

'

into the First Department, Second Chief Directorate, MVD, ‘in %nid-
March 1953. ‘

Information furnished by NOSENKO concbe.rning his father and
mother and his early. life, together with other information such as a
companson of photographs of \IOSEI\KO and a photograph, of his father

and comu‘med travel of his mother to Western Europe in 1956 with

Madame KOSYGINA, conclusively establish that he. is Yuriy Ivanovich

~_NOSENKO. the son of Ivan Isidorovich NOSENKOQO, the Minister of Shiﬁ-

buxldmg in the USSR prmr to his death in 1956. This is also satisiactorily .

supporteq by personal-type mformauon furmshed by NOSENKO concern-

- .
ing other associates of his father and mother,

Since, as indicated abO\r{e, there is considered to be no doubt

that Yuriy Ivanovich NOSENKO is the son of the former Minister of

Ship’Building, ‘a detailed study of his life prior to 1945 (age 18) is of
e SECRET - gootoes

mam m a:‘mll:
ennzracicy azd
gestacaie: ey

é‘

“aea

C e

L




14-00000

ol J'.EC:".L 5.
iittle or no value in assessing ti.e hona fides or non-bona fides of
NOSENKO. An expose of his youtniul indiscretions, of whiéh Le nas
admitted a number, is of no import in a discussion of whether NCSENKO
was or was not aispatcned by the XGB, Obtaining any coilateral first-
hand information in regard to NOSENKO before 1945 would be of
negligible value, but there actually is supporting information from
Nikolay ARTAMONOV, a defector from the Soviet Navy, concerning
the claimed attendance by NOSENKO at a military-naval preparatory
school in Leningrad, ‘I

NOSENKO, during current interviews, has stated that he grad-

t) uated from the Institute of International Relations in i950 and had ‘ )

attended the Institute 'since: 1945, He has explained that he shouid have . 5 7

graduated in 1949 since it was a four-year course, but failed the final

examination in Marxism and therefore was required to attend the Institute

for a longer period of time and again take his final examinations.,

Based on information furnished by NOSENKO concerning co-

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

attended and graduated from the Institute of International Relatiors in

1950. The previous controversy in this matter was complicated by ' ' :

NOSENKO who, in 1964 after his defection, stated in a biography that

—_——.

- he had graduated from the Institute in 1949, A‘ctuaUy this statement

WJ | :
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"completed the Institute of Intcrnationé.l Relations in 1950.%" NOSENKO

by NOSENKO in 1964 resulted in conflicting information since NOSENKO

on -9 June 1962 during his {irst contact with CIA had stated that he

has given the explanation that he changed the date of his graduation to

1949 because he did not wish to admit that he had failed to graduate in.

1949. NOSENKO explained that this change in his date of graduation

caused him to pre-date his actual entry into Navy Intelligence to 1950
instead of 1951 and his actual entry into the KGB from 1953 to 1952,

The above action by NOSENKO is included in what NOSENKO has

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

characterization of his now admitted lies and exaggerations but is not

" evidence that NOSENKO was dispatched by the KGB. It'is evidence of = -~ "

a certain personality trait §f NOSENKO who has in the past by his own
admission tended to enhance his importance and astuteness by graphically
portraying his personal participa.tion in KGB activities concerning which
he had knowledge but did not personally participate. .
The claimed service of NOSENKO in x\;a'vy Intelligence during
March 1951 to early 1953 in the Far East and the Baltic areas has been

serjouély questioned in the past. Specific comments on this period of

L
-
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.time are contained in a separate section of this summary, but it is ) ' T

E

considered that the recent interviews of NOSENKO satisfactorily sub-

. Y

stantiate his claimed service in Navy Intelligence during March 1951 i B S

to early 195;. .

Attached is a typed copy of:; handwritten memorandum completed C .

. ' by NOSENKO on 31 October 1967. This is a biographical statement ét;n- o L
cerning his jife and XGB caresr. No effort has been made to cqrrect ' o B i :

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

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

: NOSENKO an opportunity to recdéunt his life.and activities to pe}mit are-

U

.examina\tion of the entirg case, The comp;,ebension and ﬂuénq:y of R RS .:.
NOSENKO in the English language was adequate for interview purposes
in October 1907 and both have materially improved since tha.t:~ time,
' ..Intérp'ie\&’s of and memoranda prepared by\NQSENKO since : - A
* 31 October 1967 have not indicated any material discrepaz;cies with the
statements of NOSENKO in the attached memorandum, One change that ‘ il
0

has been miade by NOSENKD is that he now dates his transfer from the . » .

‘First Department, Second Chief Directorate (SCD), KGB, to the Seventh : :

Department, SCD, as occurring in the latter part of May 1955 rather . co f‘i:
'th'_an June - July 1955 as indicated in the attached statement. NOSE;\IKO

" also now dates the period in which an unsatisfactory '""characterization"
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{personnel evaluation) was prepared on NOSENKO in March - April

1955 rather than May - June 1955,

Since the unsatisfactory personnel

report was directly related to Li: transfer to‘the Seventh Department,

neither of the above changes are considered to be of a significant nature,

An- éff(;rt has been made during current interviews to differentiate between‘ ‘
err.ors due to faulty memory ax.xld dﬂis.crepancies indicative of decgption by

NOSENKO.

AttacMent:
31 Oct 67 Memo

0004030
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RTORE A : 1.
‘.' ';sh,'. :)i-\}i-l-i . : - ;‘
oo e ’ Operational Mcmo # \-2 R
1 S :
i .. SUBJECT: NOSENKO, Yuri Ivanovich ’ . oo Lo
o ' ‘ : .
Coi ?
; o The foliowing is a typed copy of a handwritten memorandum ‘
., furnished by Subject on 31 October 1967, following a request on ! : | }
¢ 30 October 1967: ) R N BT
P IPEERRTEN ‘ 3 Co
Lo 1, 'NOSENKO, George; was born 230 October 1927 in the city ., = |
Nxcolaev. Ukraine, : L ]' -
. ' _g(‘ ‘ B . . . 4 . I
o : My family: the father - NOSENKO, Ivan, b, 1902, was working . ; o
- D - .at the s}upbmldmg plant and studied at the shipbuilding institute, whxch ' o o :-;
: i .o
N - ' X HER
““he finished in 1928; the mother - NOSENKO, Tamara (nee MARKOVSKI), AR

1908, a Nousewife; the brother - NOSENKO, Vladimir, b, 1944,

-student,

Lo ‘ e ' In September 1934 I began to study in the school (0 class) but ) “

, ~:."studield~ a shorrt period of time because in October with the mother went . | ‘

- ::in Lehingrad where the father was working at the shipbuilding plant, . * o ‘ : |
. - "Sudamech" irom summer 1934, In \hcoxaév Iwas hvmg at the Street ' !

z - o . Nicolski 7. All relatives of my family were living als’o in Nicolaev, ; | 4

:.. ",:i - : ‘ ; In Leningrad I was living with parents in three places till 1938: 4 a

L at the Street Stachek {1934 - summer 1935), St. Ganal of Griboedov, 3 T

1'54 (1935 1938). St. M. Gorky (short period in 1938). From 1935 till T T
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. 1938 I studied at the schools, which were close to my places of living. ' L ' s
i . . 3
. ”i ‘In 1938 the father began to work in Moscow and soon I with the mother C o ‘
' .‘ went to live in Moscow in the end ok this year, o S | o :
. . In Mo;scow we were living at the St. Seraiimovich, .Z. Here gl : ‘
| . I was ‘continuing to study at the school 585 (St, ﬁ. Polianka). In i94} ' :
' " I finished 6th class and went with parents to rest to the south (Sochi) ‘
S i :
; !: 3 ‘but soon began the war and we returned in Moscow, ) ) ] g ’
? |. . : In Octob.er 1941 I with my .mother went in the eva.cuatio.n in ‘ :
: l _ Cheliabinsk.(Urai), where I finishea 7th class m spring 1942, In . }
_D -.Cheliabinsk I lived in the poselok ChTZ, beirg there I tried to run t;o - 7 { i
! . the front with my playfellow BUSKO, but:e were.caught and returned ’ . | ARSI S
home. . In 1942 (summer) I went with the mother in city Gorki and in | . V 5
. ’ , ! ' g
o July=August we returned in Moscow, :
o l  In August I entered in the Moscowite military-navy special . o o -
- _ ., school, which was evacuated in Kuibyshev, where I finished 8th claés o
o * in summer 1943 and after that I inrived on a leave in Moscow, T};ie -. '
' . schpol must be evacuated from Kuibyshev in Achinsk (Siberia) and 1 : 1
did not want to go there, With the help of {father I was accepted in the
a ' "ll}éku"a military-navy preparatory school and in August went‘ in Baku, - '
; ) w.here I was studying at the second course (9th class). In thjs school. . " - (
% ' w ivl'tw‘ice tried to be sent a; a volunteer to the front but failed. Soon ’ . T e
AP FE S Lo b
¢ e et g s e 001032 - e
P o SEGRET | I R 1
st et 1 LR o :




14-00000

\'after that I run with a friend (RADCIIZNKO) home in Moscow (January
. .

1944), In Moscow I studied at the courses (Russian word), finished : o

- erm—e .

! 9th class and was accepted again in the miiitary-r.avy preparatory . ' ‘ é

school, which was located in Leningrad. In August of 1944 I went in
" Lieningrad.
ot e ‘ . C
1+ All cadets of this school were sent to forest (about 200 km.
. s'i : LR . '

from Leningrad) to prepare wood for winter, where we have been two

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

: in the navy hospital, When I was in the hospital I decidec-not to return ' S :

om.© inthe school but to finish 10th class in Leningrad about what I have -

) -~ ‘wrii‘téii a letter'ta'viny father asking his help and agreement: with such
; my decision, - With the help of the father'e- friende I quited with the school ! ]
. : ) ‘ i
:v and entered{r’ in tﬂe vahipbuilding college on the second course in January l l‘ i
i 1945 and stuflied there till the end of May., The WWII finished and I —
decided tc; ré:urn to Moscow, ;I'lxe director of the s‘hipbuilding college .
) ~ had given mé a document that I studied in this college at the second ' i . E
course and finished this course {though I was not passing exams)., In |
- \.'vLeningrad Ilwas living in the-hostel of this college (St. Tolmachev).
; - B In May 1945 I arrived in Moscow and was liviné with parents r
[ Granovetd, 3. S
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i _ . In summer 1945 there was crcated the institute of the inter~

national relations in Moscow and in July I entered in this institute,

In july my father went in Germany with the group of engineers

- ——

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

.. '  documents and a uniform), , :

; In 1945-1950 I studied at the institute. In 1946 I acqguainted -

with a girl - Shishkov FLAVIA, student of the medicine insiitute. I

' l was. in c.lo‘ae relu{ions with this girl, because of the pregnancy I married

‘ ' her and shé made an abort. My part;.nts w;re aga;inst' the marriage and ‘
E —~ Avée d:d not live together and we soon divorced, In the end_ofl 1946 I was .

§ ‘ J acquax nted thh ~?311¢355‘_A,UGH$?I,NE and was going to mafry her, ree :

t o . ceived ;. ﬂ;t in 1947 (St.. Miix:a. - former lst Uecyehcka;i, 162/174}. In i ;4
‘ c . I.v'ovemberl’her father, General TELLEGIN, was arrested, but Imarried =< . ;

i . ';Z; her. The marriage was not 't;uccesbful; I foundout about her close :

' relatigms with the brother, and the child-girl was born with patnological

E ‘ chnangee.v ;was not the father of this child. After that I broke with hex o

! ! ' ‘ . andwe were living separat'ely (endv of 1948 - beginning 1949).

3 In spring 1950 before stAate' exams in ti:e institute‘wa.s wofking

' . -- the commission, which was deal ing with future works. of the students of

.
10 .-

my 5th course, I expressed a wish to work in any militﬁry organization
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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 o{ the father I began to deal with the personnel dei)artment of the

intelligence of the ministry of military navy concerning my future work,

o . Passing state exams I failed Marxism-Leninism and with a
;i_"._ .‘_g.roup of fails I was paaaihg Bstate exams once more, In October 1950
S I f:iniahed the institute and received a diploma,

a '

' TS 1 was accepted in the navy intelligence in the 13 of March 1951

3

" ...-and in March 17 went by a train to Soviet Harbour (inteiligence of 7th

’

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

“
o

'to the Far East I began my divorce With the féx‘me‘r‘Wife. A

At the end of April 1952 I went on a leave in Moscow, Immediately

after returning in Moscow I had a blood cough out, It the middle of May

-Iwent to a tuberculous sanatorium not far from Moscow. In July I
finished my treatment and returned in Moscow. Because of the health

, I'could not return back to the Far East and tHe personnel department of

: the navy intelligence sent me to.-Baltic Sea (as a senior interpreter of

) the navy intelligence point of the intelligence of 4th Fleet = in Sovietsk,

‘Kaliningrad's district).

N .

'.‘.,.‘Aw.hen-l studied at.the institute.l as all the students received a

anlk of junior 1

— —t e

et v = . o+

]

TeaarA

o
Ry TR LT TR




14-00000

FPI P

R RN

ey el

oA RIS £ RSB Tt e -

.was thmkmg about change of the Job.

GhUedle b

second course in 1947. In 1951 the ministry of navy nad given me also
the rank of junior lieutenant when I was accepted in the navy intelligence,

In September-October 1952 I received a rank of licutenant,

In Sovietsk the work was not interested and for me it was nothing

to do. Besides this the climite was not good for my health and I décided

to change the job. With this purpose beiore new year at the end of 1952
f‘ U..z . -
1 took a lea.ve a.nd went to Moscow. January 1 I was with my parents

EeY

.at the evenmg party at the cottage of General MGB KOBULOYV, whom I

EYVSN
did not know before. but I knew his son-m-law Vahrushev Vasili - a

former student and my friend, I told him about my job and that now 1

KOBULOV‘ was speaking with me

'on thzs theme and propose we work and his help in MGB, but nothing

more definite was said about my work. This month I reported to the

"head of the personnel department of the navy intelligence KALOSHIN

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

In the end of January I went again in the tuberculous sanatorium,

~where I was in,19Si. " In the days of funeral of STALIN I has come to

" Moscow and visitéd'the ministry where my father was working. There

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

tha.t he would settle my questxon concernmg my Job. After several days

R
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‘ : Yvorkin;g in this room: KUTIREV, RACOVSKI, GROMOV and TORMOSOY,

: The last 9Hicer must give files on,‘the correspondents and agents, I L ‘ .

o 'Wa.a"ga',id to come next day and began to wo?k. |

: | | : ‘~.' - When I was resting in the tuberculous sanatorium I acquainted |
: " }vifh KoJ EVNIKOV. Ludmila, a student ;af Ithe Moscowite Univérsity. E o . o
‘ ’y. . and in June 1953 we married. Before it iwas liviné with my parents . ' L v; | —:

i
.
tete e

" Aiar

come to KOBULOV. There I have spent about two hours in the re-"'
Y ' /

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

SAVITSKI sent me to the Deputy of the Chief of the Second Directory ) . - - ;

“ -SHUBNIAKOV, who told me that there was signed an order and Iwas ' . ‘ o é
. acc%pted m the 1 departm‘ent of 2 caei lirectory as a case officer. . o
§HUBNIAKOV in';rited the. deputy of the chief of 1 department CORBATENKQ ) ! |
B ) .(“’h,P was-'acting as the chief of 1 Department because the chief of the
!— : depé.rtment KOSLOV, Apatoli, was appointed' to the special department

of extraordinarily affairs (investiga‘tion)‘ ). SHUBNIAKOYV and

o ]

T 'GORBATENKO said to me that I would be working in the 1 section of

; the department, Then I with GORBATENAO went to.the 1 department,: = ... .

-was.acquainted with. the chief of section KOSLOV, Veniamin, KOSLOV

[RSRNRN

.told me that I will be working against the American correspondents,

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

[
i
3
H
i

at St.. Gorky, \9.' but after marriaée was living with the wife at f" ]
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St. Serafimovich, 2 (the flat of her parents). In 1955 I'reccived a flat

v

at St.i' Naroénya, 13, where was living with my family.

| In 1954 I contracied a disease '(gonbrrh,ea) an.d‘ on thg advice
of the friend IVANOV went to medic point at St. Negliunya, Doctors
asked to show a document, I had v..'ith me only MVD c‘ertiﬁ.cate and an

operative passport and showed them the passport. Doctors had given

me a.treatirient. after that twice they made tests and asked to come once

‘more.'but 1 did not come., They wanted to see once more and sent a

letter to the place of work, which was writtenin the passport. The

plant with MVD found out about it. The deputy of the chief, SHUBNIAKOYV,

was éi)éakihg with me. 1 had written my explanation, and punishéd by the

chief of the 2 directory, #EDOTOV - 15.'days of arrest, The komsomol's

organization also puniched me, I received a strict reprimand and was
freed of the head of komsomol's organization of the 2 chief director,

I was a member of komsomol's organizationfrom October 1943,

" In the end of 1954 before leaving komsomol (because oi“agé) the komsomol’

organization of XKGB took off this strict reprimand,

In 1955 on all officers of the 2 chief directory were written

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

-I‘t'iid‘n.o't appropriate to the 1 depariment 2 chief directory, In June= -

‘.Julvy;l'wa.s appointed to the 7 dépa,rt;nept 2 chief directory as a case

‘8
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officer of 2 section, This section was new created (the work against

tourists), The chief of 7 department - PERFILIEV, the chief of the

., 2 section - GUSKOY,
. In 1956 Iwas accepted as a candidate in the Communist Party,

‘soon received a rank oi a senior lieutenant and got a promotion - a

senior case officer. . -

In 3 %57 I was accepted in the Party as a member,

. lIn Augist 1956 my father died,

In 1957 or 1958 .1 was promoted a deputy chief of 2 section. In .

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

)

work as a deputy chief of the 1 section in the 1 department 2 chief =~

director); (ch.ief, of the 1 department, Ki,IPIN, Vlad,, chief of the
1 sccltion - KOVSHUK).

My family was consist of the wife and two daughters: Oksana,
born in 1954, and Tamara, born in 1958, Oksana wasAill (pronchial
asthma) from 1957 and ’a.lmoét every year till 1963 2-3 months was in
hospigal;.. In 1960 I'was thinking about change (temporary) place of
living and Ithere was a possibility to go tc; work in 2 departments KGB
m vav and Odessa, But there was another qu;aeiion if I go from Moscow "

- Iwould lose the flat in Moscow. At this time the.chief of the section of -

‘" ' 2 department, PIATROVSKI, proposed tome to go to work in Ethiopia

[
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— ! {counter-intelligence work among Soviet specialists in Ethiopia), The )
i : , : i
, chief of 2 chief directory agreed and the question was almost decided R HE
! . ¥
' ‘but in the last moment the personnel department of KGB did not agree,
i , )

The reasons were the case of 1954 (ilincse and use of the passport for

1 ' '

“cover) and a checking in the place of my iiving (some of agents report

that drink and on this base have quarrels with the wife), ) ' - :

1 was working in the 1 department till 1962, In January 1962

+ .I.was appointed again in-the 7 department as t.he chie.f of the 1 section
(wor‘};aga‘inst tourists from the USA and Canada).

In December 1959 I got a rank of a captain, . _ -

When I began to work in the 7 department I knew that soon 1 “ i

L. . must be promoted a deputy chief of the departrnent, when would free

. a place - the deputy chief of.department BALDIN was preparing to go

| * to work in eastern Germany,

i cwe e

In July 1962 I was appointed the deputy chief of 7 department

. o (the chief of‘the department was Cf{ELNOKO:V) and here I was working
P till January 18, 1964. |

, During my work in’MVD-KQB idid nét study in any sch'ool, :
~only in 1953-1954 was visiting ;:oursee -of foreign languages of MVD-’

Lo

S o
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1953 . with the wife I was reafing in the tuberculous sanatorium. In 1954 -

the cottage.

TV

A N .
) Sunct - : .

N L]

. '

Lo

’

N - s .
“ P |

!
-y - Five times I was scnt abroad: in 1957 I was in England with a
P ' . .

>

,

sport delégation; in 1958 was again in Engiand with a sport delegation;

in 1960 I was in Cuba with a delegation of specialists of nickel industry; .
"in 1961 I was ‘sent in Bulgaria with the aim to help to l'department2 =

: directory MVD; in 1962 1 was in Switzeriand - the conference of dis-

armament, s

Working in MVD-KGB every year I1had leaves for rest, In

:
'

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

In March 1956 I was resting with the wife in Karlbvi.Vax;y.' Czechoslovék%a. :

' 4

‘In 1957 I wae in Leningrad two weeks with the wife and then rested at ..

In 1958 I was resting at the cottage, In 1959 I with the wife =

rested in Sochi, In January-February 1960 I rested with the wife in
Kislovodsk, In 1961 « August - I rested with the wife and daughters in
Nicolaev, In October 1962 I rested with the wife in Sochi, In July 1963

I rested with the wife and daughters in Anapa. . o
, .
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" date of his entry into the KGB and then later reverting to the date given: o .

.i,.;-‘ - ":r'w:.'k.{,.".%’-

N .
t-"\l""'"h ! . . b

B. Isthe claimed KGB career of NOSENKO plausible? In the
past the theory has been adv#n;:ed that NOSENKO was never an offic;:r‘ ,
in the KGB. Infc?‘rmati‘on of a detailed nature from NOSENKO concern-
ing the KGB, particularly the Sécon'd ChiefAD'irectvt‘)ré.té, 'na's'béen 'so ; : : L
ext-ensive as to invalidate any contention that he was not a KGB officer.

It is considered that NOSENKO was a XGB officer in the claimed. : ,

bepart:nems during the claimed periods of time and served in the claimed )
positions in each Department. It is interesting to note that NOSENKO has -~ .~ 1-7

not materially varied in his statements in regard to the above since his'

original contact in June 1962 (with the exception of his change to 1952 as o ‘ ‘ 7 - 1

There have been some variations in dates of'a minor nature, ’ T

‘

in 1962).

as indicated elsewhere in this summary, but these are of month or day " : L R

o~ A - ' R 4 ! . “e
Win oo

of transfer irom one Department to another and not considered critical’

or evidence of deception. NOSENKO has admitted previously giving false

&N [

ormation in regard to rank and medals, but his basic story concerning
) i
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in Soviet organizations and more spécifically in the KGB. As an examplé,
a Chief of Department in the KGB or the Chief of a Residentura aoroad : . ’ B .

~ may have 2, 3 or even 4 deputies, one of whom is given the title of § o ,
Fir;t Deput;'. This particular deputy acts in the absence of the Chief :
6_f' Department and in general has supervisory functions ove.r all the
Department é.e'ctions'. The uxception to the latter is when the Chief of
Department retains direct supervision over what hé may cons-ider the i ‘

' . most important section, Other deputies have supervisory functions onlyf ‘ ,

over designated sections or organizational components, ) .

During current interviews and in prepared memoranda, .NOSENKO

i . - . ER—
H AN :

: -..+’has furnished detailed information which it is considered substantiates AT

-his claimed positions in the KGB, . Detailed remarks on these topics are
contained in separate sections of this summary.

It is realized that GOLITSYN, although ccnfirn;in'g that NOSENI(d

.. was a KGB officer in both the First Department and Seventh Department,: '

SCD, has stated that NOSENKO remained in the First Department until - |
circa 1958 and that NOSENKO was not Deputy Chief of the First Section, . o -
i First Department, in 1960, It is impossible to correlate this information E L
 with the above indicated opinion that NOSENKO left the First Deparzmen{ S

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

- ment, in 1960, nor is an adequate explanation of these variances available o T oo
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at this time, On the other hand, it is not reasonable that NOSENKO o .
would lay claim to {he title of Deputy Chief of the First Section, First - .
Department, if this were not true when he clearly knew c;i the visits of R o
GOLITSYN to the First Section in 1960 -~ 1961 and of his conferences ‘

with officers closely associated with NOSENKO at that time, ) S

NOSENKO has also mentioned a number of ofiicers of the SCD

or former oificers of the SCD who transferred to the FCD with waom ) b

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

A number of these officers were officers from whom GOLITSYN has | : S

stated he obtained certain information or through whom he became aware o R

: Y . - : o
: d of cértain activities including Vladislav M, KOVSHUK, Gennadiy I. B e i e

GRYAZNOV, Vliadimir Ivanovich PETROV, Yuriy I. GUK, Vladimir ‘

A, CHURANOV, Yevgeniy GROMAKOVSKIY and Vadim V. KOSOLAPOV, .

P

The statement of NOSENKO that although he had heard of :
GOLITSYN he had never personally met GOLITSYN, stands in conflict.
with the statements of GOLITSYN that he, GOLITSYN, had met and

talked with NOSENKO in the SCD in the late 1950's, Tae description

- tme

of GOLITSYN of {his meeting is that of a casual encounter in the halls
rather than a specific office visit, In light of this, the absence of any o

reason why NOSENKO f{rom his point of view should remember such | : . RSF

‘an encounter and the absence of any reason for NOSENKO to lie on this
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issue, it is eminently reasonable. to conclude that the encounter took ;
élace but that NOSENKO s%mply has no recollection of it, There is »
no reason to attach sign.licance to this lapse of memory.

The previous opinion that NOSENKO did not hoid the claimed
pésition of Deputy Chiei, rirst Section, First Department, during 1960 -" . .
: 1961 has had the most mer:t in thé contr‘oversy over his statements |
; rélative to his KGB carecr. This particular aspect will be covered in. . -
détail in another section, but of note at.this time is the controversy
| over what duties the position of Deputy Chief of Section‘ in the SCD, KGB;
L e'x;t::sils or does not entail. It is a fruitless exercise to :;ttempt to judAge ,

v \

whet_her NOSENKO was Deputy ‘Chief of the FirstVSection in 1?60 - 1961 L '
on the.b’a.sis of whet};er his k;xowlt;dge‘of.the total ac;ivities of thcA Fir;t ; ) .
Section was commensurate with the knowledge bf a Deputy Branch Chief
in CIA in regard to the activities of the entire Branch,

Whether NOSENKO was a Deputy Chief of Section in the SCD,
KGB, must be judged on the basis of wha.t were the duties of a Deputy
Chief of Section in the SCD and in particular what were his duties in

: the particular assignment, The organizational structure of the KGB

| may or may not have some similarities to the organizaticnal structure

[
I l

of CIA, but any similarities are surely not such as to permit a judgment
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“salary structure, Pay oi a KGB officer is-based on military rank and

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

s
i
<
f
-

as to whether NOSEZNKO held a certain claixﬁed position on the basis
of a comparison of his 'act_ivitie;s and responsibilities w?th that inherent
in a.somewhat similar position in CIA.

One of the mo’st- impo;-tant differences bétween United States o

agencies or organizations, inciuding CIA, and’the bureaucratic structure

1

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

on actual position held with an additional percentage increase for longevity

'
'

and language quali:'icatioh. Actual position held is important from a

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

*difference in montaly salary between a captain and a major is twenty

rubles and the difference in salary between a Senior Case Officer and
a Depﬁty' Chief of Section is also twenty rubles, An increase in militaryK

rank alone has limited pay advantages, as for example a Lieutenant ‘

r

Colonel who is only a Senior Case Officer receives less pay than a major
who holds the position of Chief of Section.
During current interviews, an eifort has been made to obtain

from NOSENKO statements concerning his responsibilities in the various

1

'

‘the various claimed positions, in view of the absence of any factual '
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‘supporting or refuting information, has necessarily been based to a

.considerabie degree on the logic of the statements made by NOSENKO,
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