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@ purpose of this communication is to
review th case from its inception in 1945 up
until the present time. has recently returned
to the US, after spending 15 months abroad travelling

through Europe and Asia iring this travel heragain
visited the Soviet Union “ﬁ) ,

Information has been received subse o
his departure from tie US in June, 1963, that

is presently engaged in intelligence activ e
behalf of Soviet Military Intellipence (GRU;

The secondary purpose of thils comminication is
to act as a pui t 1n an effort to determine if an
inte w. with n the near future would be product-
ive _t?) -

[

. CAUTION F;( ’@ '

SECAUSE OF THE YIDESPREAD RAIZIFICATIONS OF
‘ ASLE, T ATION 1l
B TION

s d k 1A OF

.A.NFO J ON D D K
RECELVED UTTH NO ATTEMPT TADE AT —
PKPIPHR. NG IT, %, T
COMIUNICATION SHGULD NOT BEUSED AS A

J 4 g ON
A o ’

OMDE IR
(EI. Acxcnom%\ |

Extensiv tigation has determined fui
particul background. Briefly,
wvas born n los Angeles, California. His
parents.: were both born in the Soviet Union. The majority

of his immediate family continues to reside in the Los
Angeles area. has been married and divorced. No
children issued i this marriage. He has not served in

the Armed Forces %({})
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"resides alon® 1n an aparcmen
near his present employment
the Special Section -_Espio
in the New York Office{)

=
- birth was not officially recorded

on e basis of a legal by the
7{5 that he was born in -on

hen applying for admission to on
5/25/35, claimed that he was borrﬂ
\C;\C 1938 when applying duate study courses,
his birth date as

is currently~on A
he Security Index

In
e listed
High school records circa 1930,
indicate three completely different dates of birt ; (y )

Jir.  passeorr mrommaTroNfp(y)
was irst issued a Us Passport at los

A 8, Californla, on 6/14/38. This passport, number <
’vas subsequently returned to i USDS on 1/15/40:(%(&(” ()

Prxas next issued a US Passport, also at
Los Angeles, on 6/12/GL, for 6/24/61.) This passport,

which he utilized during 4is current travel 18 number
s u) :

Based on the-above passport information, it
at between the dates 1/15/40, and 6/J:?6 (w

¥
*w&s not in possession of a valid US passport
8 becomes pertinent when it is related to info

n
furnished by SAMMY, vhich will be disclosed laterﬁ}t(_u /

236)
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E. PRIOR INTERVIEHS BY FBI @)
During July, 1946 vas interviewed by FBI
personnel in Ios n_several oc ions, regarding

his lknowledge of admitted knowing
but de ) rticipation in anyv(}f/
esplonage activitiesggzﬁg stated that because
of his Russian heritage, he feels rongly sympathetic towanrd

the Russian people t._not foolish enough to commit espionage
on their behalf. % X ) .

Mwas next interviewed by FBI personnel of" the

New=Yor on 2/23/49, ‘This interview was again ained at
dat~rrmining full and part 2JJedge, which
might have concerning The 1nterviir met

with Ssame response as previously given by in
19463l (W] ~

mwas next interviewed on 10/15/53, again

by agent el of the New York Office,. 8 intervieuw
vwas specifically directed at determining
regarding certain documents which were fo

n
possession. He deniled any knowledge of thes; QO§E§en

became upset vhen this matter was brought up

Commeqflésxgi)
i t was the opinion of the viewing agents,

particulary during 1953 interview that lthough

permitting the interview, made little effort to cooperate.
It 1s now known that he definitely lied during each of the
above interview (P%) , :

became noticeably upset when the one
onpection between himself and

fig\

2.
tangible espionage c
was brought up

Iv. FOREIGN TRAVE )
July, 1938 - January, 194?%y

Eu%)@)
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Having received his first passport in June 1938,

travelled abroad during the period July, 1938 -
January, 1940. Reportedly, this travel was for the purpose
of studying economic geography and visiting industrial
plants. In his original passport application, he did not
enumerabe Russia as one of the countries to be visited.
However, his cancelled passport reflected that he entered
Soviet Russia through Odessa on 5/13/3 Le)

e June 8, 1956 -~ June 24, 195 _
advised th;tm
red to be a pe o enter

In June, 1959,
automobile contained wha

Mexic ed 6/5/56. Subsequent investigation determined
tha entered Me:iico on 6/8/56, and returned to the
US on 6. activities while in Mexico are
unknown u '

* also advised that uto
contained various maps of the US and Cana U,( ) bz
z
i Eeptember 8, 1956 - September 23, 195_0]$ oY C_

(on 9/8/55,9 departed NYC via the "Queen MDD
of Bermuda" en route to Bermuda. He returned to NYC
via Pan American Airlines on 9/23/563% &M )

@ecember 24, 1956 - Jaruary 1, 1957 I%

6&1 12/24/56Hdeparted NYC via BOAC en route
to Nassau and returned to NYC on 1/1/5'('.]@’\9()

[3uly 3, 1961 - September, 1363&%

departed Los Angeles,
. His travel companion
returmed to NYC in

P
Special Agent es Office o
a that during this trip he was with
visited in Bulgaria and the Soviej on

Ls-)

e

S
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may 25, 1962 - geptember = QOctober, 1965]%)
=

On 5/25/62,* departed Nﬁl via steamship
en route to Europe and r@umed to MYC in either September

or October, 196 |
activities during this trip are unlmownj%&(ﬁy
[_une 29, 1963 - August 21, 196%) :

Oon 6/29/63,”departed ILos Angeles,

California, en route ndon, England. _He retyrned
to territorial US on 8/21/64, at Honolulg Ma

companion for & portion of this

ring this trip uas on sabbat-ical leave
It has been as rtained that he visited the
ollowing countries

Englangd
Italy
Russia
Greece
Pakistan

India
Eet %
Malaya

JapanW(y )

trip to Mexico in 1956 has a possible
intelligencge 81 cance on which further comment will be
made later

travel to Bermuda, Nassau, and

Mexico 1n 1950 could be readily performed without the
benefit of a current US passport. x, M) .
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3. _ trips to Europe in 1961, 1962, and
1963 were also IO% ﬁen)gence purposes on which comment

vill be made late

4, It is believed that
Soviet Union during 1963 most pro e between

¥
early September and October 30, 1963. vwho
visited the Soviet Union with durin rip
returne to the US about 11 . slster-in-
law, who _reportedly did not vis e Soviet

visit to the

Uniohi wi but who was travelling with him,
returned to S in early September, 196%@[/ )

5. On 11/14/63, a confide the
Los Angeles Office determined that made
a comment to

that she was surprised that s
gain access to many Russiap ¢
open to American tourists

eLSO mile

! hexr mother,
? was born in Arizona In her passpor
application, dated 5/21/63, she &dvised that she would be
absent from the US for two months for educational purposes.
She did not indicate that the Soviet Union was to be one of

her ts. repor d of
viife o and it

was 18 friendship that she beca ainted with
the subject. There is no jindication tha“had known.
prior to 1953 “’M

VI. [INTELLIGENCE A ...1vrrm§:) %@

M@u) -
In 1945, IGOR GOUZENKO, a Soviet code clerk, deiected

in Canada. Subseduent to his defection he identified
as a Soviet illesal agent of the GRU, vwho was operating in

California. Yo
kT ﬂ@{t\\
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Located in the personal belongings ofP
was page 13&5the last page, of an unclassifled ocument,

dated 1/28/45, pertaining to the electric hydraulic
equipment utilized by th
%San Francisco, Cal a. ouvbsequent inVest-

on determined t ‘who vias a close friend
and assoclate of 8 Angeles, was one of a
large group of in uals having access to this document.
Of this group, was the o common, denominator
between the doc¢ and

In_Sep er, 1945, a highly confldential
located in possession a letter containingﬁ
persona story. This letter was addresse

na - American Council of Commerce and Industry.
This letter is especially significant since is
Imovn to have engaged in recruiting persons 1n S to
act as Soviet agents in the Orienmu*/ .

1. “Based on t! ve and bolstered by”
close association with which was determi

inves conducted by Ios Angeles Office prior
to disappear in November, 1945, considerable

atten ald to h ackground, and assoclates.
After “&mappearame , was interviewed on
several occasions snd as previously noted, denied any
knowled articipation in qnlegal activ-
ities. ase was actively investigated from 1945

until early » vhen investi n failed to disclosed
any evidence or activ:l.ts:iekon part inimicable %o

the national security

£ S_)

In August, 1955, wes furnished with
the following information re

- This informati
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englineer, ave

p
g an agreement
and ask, I8 it# residence? :
that it's a mistake, means that the meeting must take

Place at the entrance of the church on La Rene Street
(eastern part of Seattle) on Sunday at 11:00 a.m. Both
must have green ties and green handkerchiefs in the

breast pockets. Our man must ask: ! 't you know where
ﬁnves now?! answer:
n the pas ived on Grameron Drive.'" /
i In addition to
identifying data regard

furnished tothe informant by
related to the informant that 1inuiv

Soviet agents with uvhom contacts had been dlsrupted.
The informant was instructed to attempt to recontact
these individuzls in an effort to reactivate them. The
informant, who came under the control of the San
Francisco Office in latel56 denied following these
1nstruction%}a' tated he had not contacted any of the

the names and similar
otherr individuals was

individuals

in 1055 was the

Y NYC, NY. He
has been identified as an agent of the GRUJ@’ (L )
The information furnished/the informant was in
code, and the exact decoded messagt~recads as above.
Omitting misspellings in the messape, agent personnel
familiar with the investigation at the time, noted -
obvious errors-in the information. ~I¢ would appsar
th™ SovI~ts us~d ‘thy WoTd Seattls" whiias they should hava
Gs~& th~. word 108 Ang>i=8. > - . If the ¢ity "Los
Angeles” were inserted on each veccasion that the city
"Seattle" 1is ned, the information would be most

accurate3 .
S
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Also, from the known background ofPs

vell as the recognition, parole to be utilized in re-
establishing contact, it was believed that

should e been identified as an agent or-and
not L{]

Subsequent investigat arious field offices
ver a suspect for s -

is believed to
her-in-law

d

9

E)_ Comment

- rom the nature of the information furnished
b"\Q in Eheg, 1t would appear that as of Augus »
the So¥iets were not in contact % If u/
e u no

was an active agent at that time zatlo

Mas ntermediary would not have been
¥ '
2, It ‘is not known when or by what mearh
e apparatus;

has been reactivated into the Soviet Intelligenc
hovever, as previously noted, travelled to Mexico in

June, 1956, and remained there for over two weeks. This
trip may have been Soviet directed when it is recalled that

in May, 19 another bject, was
contacte

o\

h i e e m e e El
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3. (From nformation it was definitely
established that had been a GRU agent. He supplied
t viets with documents presumably through

n turn had had two "friends”, who knowingly or
unwittingly also furnished documents;

4, Bearing in
resumably furnished b

the documents
originated at
employment at
» California
becomes pertinint:

on 6/5/45; started his employment at this
location. The emplo was termipated in January, 1946.
Investigation has determined thatﬁobtained this

employment by falsification of his employment application,

regarding both his past employments and education. Vhen
the 12th US Civil Service Region 0ffice at San Franclsco,

California became awar f these falsifications, they
instructed the terminate subject's
employment. On 1 resignation was
accepted in lieu of disc arge ior falsification of hils

application form at the time of his employmen (¥ )

For the following reasons it is belleved that
memployment at was in connection
W 8 intelligence activities

1. AL the time* Jught employment at
2er he was aiready an educate(u )

3 an englin
man having rece his Masters Degree in Business
Administration, ther employments suitable to a man of
his education and available without falsification of
his backgrd(‘;sd must have been available in his chosen

field, _
2. A page o¥ a- document access
during th 8 empioyment was located in
possessions 7

3. Uhen questioned re this documen

became noticeably upset and denied any knowledge /'( # t'9
- n jf&@

M WAt G AE T e w ey S ATPYOLpD or IS  re  g m—ane  n & vm——————— -
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[C._ INFORMATION FURNISHED Bu

In August, 1963, P -cvised that a
professor of Economy at NYU is a GRU agent. This
visited Bulgaria in August of 1962, and

gdeparted the US on
e returned to NYC in

As previously noted
en route to Europe.
tembe

In May, 1962 ' 1dentified without
egitation a phqto of as being identical
i) |
- 12 -}kk&l\)

or Oct s 1962, Also, as prev :
advised that during
visited various govePnmen -
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of uas initiated by the Bureau in September,
1 ue to employment at the *
COmpany, NYC, during the period 1939 - 1 was
determined thatd

to conduct business as the ropean sales representative
No information was

ever returned to the US

subsequent to 194@
At no point during th

in early 1947, while in California stated that he

8 travelling to NYC by au
teaching position at CCNY.

Bacheior of Electronics Engineering Degree on 2/1/48.
to and planned to take a
ﬁvas in fact an
instructor of Business Admin ration a2t CCNY on a part-

me basis September, 1947 until at least February,
Bl wss@«, )

\0& During the 1nvestigation, his friends,
/m acquaintances, college instructors, and several students

who were at CCNY with

were interviewed. As mentione above no, info
developed that would 1. r.l w
COmment

information the
: New Y

From 6 to 1963, vorious investigative techniques
fisurs, tesur:, mail covers, monitoring of

bank account, and anonymous so were

u zed in an eff‘ort to determine ir ﬁwas a .

Soviet agent. A this :I.nvestigat on dete

and identified contacts, and fylends, n @
E3 ;(5&95

gation into the background and activities

departed the US in 1948, reportedly

Pinvestigation wag -
We uncovered. However, it is noted that&
entered CCNY on 9/5/46, and graduated cum laude with a

during the period 1946 - 1948,
tion was

Upon receipt of th
ffice reopened the estigation in late
is case has been in ng status to date,
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positive intelligence activity was uncovered and the only
dication of pos intelligence significance was in

connection with trip to Mexico in 1956, and his
1, 1962, and 1963.

travels to Europe in

2. It is noted that gust, 1963,
used the presept tense when describing status

as a GRU agent (X V)
3. As noted ye unhesitantly
ide ptoto o ~being identical..

. (§9 However, ies betweent's.~
: n background of vere noted. .)
-\:)\ These discrepancies are ted here, since
as far as is related.to they become
8 the informant 18 concerned,
\:):L August, 1963, vhen he would have
' een 1n a more advantageous position to determine 1if
kD‘\C/ his identification had been erroneoucs he did not so
advise. He made no amendmen @’ correction to his
AE) original identification. 5?
'i‘@j.h‘..‘. )
“”"-\[b 4, It is noted v nterest that the only two
ofm have been illegal agents,
8 may give some basis for a working
hypothes at intelligence assignment is in ‘(
connection with the supnort or contrrl nff 1llegal agenté](jé:? .‘)

5. It is recalled that previcusly in this memo-

randum {comment number 1 the opinion was offered
tha was not in co
1955." Ac ng to tihe

_with the Sovie

information, |
address known to the Soviets was in California, ndicat-
ing that was lractive between 1946 - August, 1955.
d perraunznt residence and em nt in NYC
1947 untii he present time.

during the period - 1948
why was crly 1945 address
Soviets? e folloving explanatiors are offered:

¥) | [ 1 ﬂ%) |

@f‘“ 58

eparted the
wn _to_ the

34/
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(i @he Soviets were, aware of JJJJ D 1955

ddress in NYQkput furnished false
Information t
reliability.

(b)

SAMMY 1s the code name of a CIA informant, a high
ranking KGB officer who openly defected to the West in
early 1964 and whose bona fides has not yet been established. .fz)
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5. Comment 3{eYeb offers to the other
informants in this case, and a (
certain amount of immunity shoul e interviewed w
andﬁ interview then be brought To the attention of the

GRU. AMMY could easily be made the scapegoat for much
of Su¥ information, (4)

VII. CURRENT STATUS Y

Phas returned to NYC from his sabbatical
leave. re-entered US territory at Honolulu on 8/21/64;
re-entered continental US at ILos Angeles, Califormia, on
8/24/64, and“was first observed in HYC on 9f
resides alons, as in the past, in Apartnent
He 1is enployed as a
jcon Square, NYC. His exact schedule he
nished the Bureau (NY letter 11/3/64.)

EIIL PROPOSED FUTURE INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITIES\'I,@ 64
: ~

Hacti\}ities as a GRU agent are for the
“ n own quancity. Uith the exception of the

=

prev ly fur

information to the effect that "he furnished
ocuments" to the Soviets circa 1945, no other intelligence

activity is knoun. This unknown ty continues to
exist in spite of the fact that #'activities have
been followed and :‘mvesti(g(ated a continually for the

last nineteen yearsy@ “) - 18 %&@f/
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e one major area where activities have
not been followed 1s during his trips & roagz§§fi
a

n this
connection it is not SAMMY and most blyP
have both identified s(cQGRU agent precisely because

of his activities abroad.
9/17/63, the Bureau pointed out
frequent trips abroad it 1s

By lett
that because of

entirely possible that he has no personal contacts wit L%}
Soviets in the °JS, but his contacts are made abroadif

The primary aim of thne proéose nvestigation
in this case will be {he penetration of intell--
igence activities by all means avallable.’ ously,

the optimistic end result would be the "doubling"
of d Qa (Ef him act in place under our

direction.

tter to the Bureau, 11/3/Gi, stated that to
date the case doessoffer prosec tential.
The following 1s the documentation of knovn

connections with Soviet Intelligence

Availabiiity For
Allegation Source Court Testimony

Page 13'of an
unclassified

The chain of evidence

with regard to the

Naval document location and ident-
ification of this
doucment could be

was loc
amongs
possessions. oduced in court. <
@wever, there 18 no .
. ' vidence to_substan- \
tiate t‘.hatﬁ1
did give this doc~

ument to
only that

vioul ve access to
1t:j w
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Availability Tor

Allegation Source Court Testimony

1::!\ letter Jocated ”a
8 Ange
slons

contained the

personal back- page
ground and his-
tory of
was addresse
to the China -
America Council
of Commerce and

Industry, Inc.
k:>:l\ San Francilsco.
ws a Soviet Obviously
b’-\ C on the West Who furnished G is not available to
Coast with whpm the inf orallvjﬁg? testify. As far as

Soviets have to in (}X) the New York Offic
kja\£> contact. August, 1955. is awar
oy is also avail-

able to testify.

nonymous), Unavailable for
court production.

It

e

Same objections as

gave Iﬁcrofi nished

uments to above.
the Soviets in
and worked 955
with '
(The full
information
contained

on the micro-
£1lm located
in the shaving
brush and
described

previously in
this co
ication.)
E= -y () /

S
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Availability For

Allegation . ‘Source Court Testimony
6nsub — Unavailable to
) testify.

W

8
GRU agent.

m_’was in SAMMY As far as is knowm,

ntact with an SAMMY is not avail-

unnamed GRU able to testify.
officer in Even . if available,
Moscow sometime ’ this information is
during the at best heresay and
period 1958 - circumstantial,
1960.7 V}

The New York Office does not believe that future
investigation should be restricted to tuose avenues £
bl apprﬁch would produce admissible evidence. @ge fact

that 18 a US citizen and thus opened to prosecution
e will De e in mind, and every effort 1ill be made to
%#\S1C_  obtain admissible evidence.7

b'*’ T lowing goverage is being and/or will be
D afforded ¢t 4 :

1. Physical Surveillance é") k

k Extensive discﬁp physical surveillances of

-.mar fiot feasible.3¥le 18 presumedly an accomplished
inte gence agent of 1
conscious to the presence of a surveillance}

experlence who would be (e er

Also, the piuysical area o residence does

not offer discreet vantage points to monitor his comings and
goings ) .
he immediate area residence and nearby
employment is inundated with and
students. X ﬁ@) _
Eo g ©)




e n

th in one block of hig.residence i
bg- and employment of the subject 0’11 thm

a_ﬁe residence %(u’) .
case, |3 KGB oper- ‘
ation. It is anticipated that p. rveilTances will
be utilized only vhen a specific purpose is expected to be
accomplished\‘g ?; : ,

A survey of buildings in the area ofm
residence suitable for a permanent confidential lookout has
determined that only one building has vacancies. The only
suitable available apartment would rent for 5350 per monthi@\‘\)
(The above survey vas conducted without the Agent personne
jdentifying themselves.) P4 @) , .

The New York Office will be alert for any avallable
bz location suitable to be utilized as a confidential lookoutm

. Financial Coverag @)

2

mbank account maintained at the Chase
Manhattan ’ Broadway, NYC, being mon
b-\D a monthly basis through the cooperatldn of

In addition to fuprnishine information regarding
banking activitie as developed a persona
relationship with airtel 11/6/64 advised the
Bureau of the rfac has talten this informant
out to lunchitn L '

é‘h s account monitoring has veen in effect for
man and has been inst r& 1 in identifyling certain
of associationsj ‘&1 ;
3. Tecanical Coverageéé‘g) :
ffective 11/18/64, cohtact was established with
This informant, on a dail furnishes
nformation within a certain sphere of field of
- contacts. The particular individuals onh uhom his informant
furnishes information will be made the subject of a separate

communication. However, to date it has been nQted that a
majority of these people have been _femaleg

E M)
pfer
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The New York Office will develop pertinent
background information on individuals identified by

this hformant. yk ? ‘1} o
Qge esta ligﬂ ent of ¢ act with
is very 1

rtant since the ﬁinforma etalls
that the procedure to be uséa-to recontact was
to h & method which would be within the 8cope
of 's coverage.}

4, Mail and Trash COverage(g &)

These types of coverages, although desirable,
are not applicable at this time.g /@

5. Informant 00verag%g)(y)

in addition to furnishing information
concerning anking transactions, may be able to
develop a personal friendship with This avenue of
approach will be further explored: M,)

éme New York Office is also in the process of
developing background & on three individuals as PSIs, ¢
be directed against se individuals are: (9>$

n an aqjoining building’]
-G rcsides in
1mned1at,e1y next door to
: -m s in an adjacent -
e i )
(=23 - Ncq/ -
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If nothing precludes the utilization of the above
i three individuals they should b
some information pertaining to

osition to furnish
activities in and
around his resiieiie as vell as _poswm identifying any

visitors to apartment

mn cular, because of the
proximity o er resldence to ), vould be very
valuable in this regard. Also, tilization of her

is also

residence_ln other,types of coverage on
possible. M})

b\ As indicated above, there is preseptly no soyrce
in contact with at his employment,#t is ? W
bl effort will be evelop a ée‘o

tlcip
ecegsgita
o1

I at
K0

t 18 hoped

Through recontact wi
in contact

that ¢ ormant can be logically placed

withi ';&

6. 'roi date, ame nor photograpl{?&iw
have been exhibited t 3 1€ New York Office (
believes that ame an phowﬁ passport M)

photograph e exhibited to although
th t's scope of knowledge 18 not within the area
activity, the fact that

ye visited Moscow twQ occasions ma
informant's attention?@’(“?
C > T8
"
, ]

as in recent
ave come to this




e N

NY 65-15896ﬁk ) .

.T. Travel Coverage

A8 noted herein frequent travel outside
continental US has had inte ence significance., Little
coverage has been afforded*during'these trips. It
is anticipated that as any future travel plans are un-
covered the New York Office will make specific recommend-
ations for a more intensive type of coverage M

[x. REINTERVIEY UITH 8&’(\/‘)

secondary purpose of the preceeding review

of the nvestigation 1s to explore the possibilit :
- of a productive interview with din the near i‘uturej.?% V9
' : fithin the pést year there have beep various
r ations made as to an intervieu withb
subsequent o return from

(a) Burea 5 ‘rancisco deted
b’]( , 11/12/63, entitled, ESPIQHAGE « R
instructed that the reactlivation ntial of hould

ﬁ“ﬁ‘)_}o no longer be a deterrent to logical act nv§§ 2 1onw@)
as ,

originating with or relating to the
rancisco letter to the Bureau 12/31/64,
ESPIONAGE ~ RY recommended that
rincipal suspect for UuadUB;
1ntervieved uponqiireturn to

8 most recent trip abroad:

entitled
and
be simultaneou

in "mid - 196u‘ll

San Francisco further recommended that any
nterviews should be con without reference to the
éhaving brush or to and data. furnished by
any interviews regar should be accepted and
explored a manner vhich would preclude any assumption

that 8 a cooperative source. This procedure is
felt necessa?r in_view of the residence of b son

in the USSR. )
[ = :7(5@
| SEM
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San Francisco suggested that it _would be very
unlikely that a routine interview of the* subjects
would result in a. voluntary admission of involvet

Soviet Espionage. (This is particularly true in
case.) It was further suggested that should the interviewee
deny involvement in Soviet Espionage, they be confronted
with a paraphrased Bynopsis of the information in the
shaving brush sufficiently detailed to allow the subject

to realize that the interviewing Agents are not on a
fishing expedition, but are aware of his past cooperation
with the SovieZs and are also aware that arrangements had
been made for his recontact by Soviet Intelligencei]

. San Francisco realize hat i1f this line of
questioning became known to th Soviets, it would be
conceivable that could b

identified as our Source,
but this calculated ris appeared ‘warrapted to assure any
degree of success in the intervieus.

W)

" the Bureau dated J12/27/63, (-
; akaﬂ, ESPIONAGH « R:] offered (
2 Q) e highly 3ensiiive nature Ey

"and the course of events which have
already placed this informant und extreme heavy burdens"

then believed that anfinterview of and
woulid produce anything of suflf} ue whi
would Justify ti:e risk to the informant ¥

- This communicaiion further poirfted out that
personal contact uith$was anticipa r 1965,
at which time e on relating to could
be devaloped.) Lﬂj ~ : :

In short, . cation expressed two reasons
for not interviewing upon his return to the US gatﬁ{)
1. The secuvity of I might be Jeopardizedv)FzZ/
2. Recontact with at a la e would
develop further information abou with-

out alerting him to our continued stZZég?(ps)
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(a) cisco letter to the Bureau dated
1/6/64 entitied ESPIONAGE - R" concurred in the
recommendations expressed in New York Office letter dated
12/27/63,. that neither dnor Y - 1nterviewed7 @(%)

The above communications synopsi recommend-
ations and objections to.an interview with upon his U«»
return to the US in 1 64%1; main objections being tae

a the fact that subsequent re-

contact wit niormant offered a better avenue of
approach. ' ) -

- ) It 18 felt that recent events have materially
b minimized the above objectionsgﬁ(& ‘

-

The recent o
@‘fi_cial knowledge
nformation

efection of SAMMY, with his A
ffers another source of

ich dogs éjt Jjeopardize

: A reviously pointed out, there is a distinct
awa posaibility.tge Soviets are already auware of the fact that Ly
- American Intglligence knows about
with the GRUMiirouch SAMM

even 1f the(Sovie
should we

8 are not nov avare of our lmowledge of
(FBI) con investigation which then QA)
' known to the Sovietsﬁ would be "highly probable
that the Soviets uwould attr. e_ou vestigations to
information supplied by SAMMY. @

As far as recontact with
recent public revelations in the
the probabile.)of recontact with

L7y

SE

ave not enhanced
s Informant in the near
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It 18 felt that there are three main iinsiderations

to be evaluated proposing an interview ulith in the
near future:

1. The security of the informants involved. }z‘}*)
2. Is this the best approach available to
attain the end purpose of this invest-
igation - the penetration of this partic-
ular aspect of the oviet Intelligence
apparatus.
3. 'hat are the cha ces of is interview
being productive. (;Z> ‘

1. It is not believ t an interview withgég (by
vould jeopardize His information did not name
ere Is little doubt that he was

ve knowledse, t

Trelerring to
interview wit
visit Bulgaria

SR. Ve also have unrestricted inform (}*)
travelled to Europe in 1962 and 1963
i 'y

The specific utilization of SAMMY's information
would have to be first discussed with a CIA representative.
CIA has rqquested that no disseminaiion of the SAMMY
information be made qQutside the Bureau without a prior
consultation. _x C

of oaching the subject wit araphrased synopsis of
the U'gshaving brush information,"¥Rcl that this
a calculated risk to their informant but it is
warranted to assure any cegree of success in the interview.

[- =8 -:bg&)

e

The San Fiancisco Office has suggested the methzéé}
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2. 1Is an intervievw the best avenue@p‘ approach to achieve

our goal of penetration?i %
As noted before, as been under active
investigation almost contin or the last 19 years.
This investigation has included all types of coverage

including inte The results have been a good
insight into he person. Information concerning
*connec with Soviet Intelligence has come to
rough our informants. It has been corroborated in
some degree by investigation conducted by the lLos Angeles
Office during their investigation of m Can
we expect our future coverage, even m imited ln nature,
to be more succes hen our prior coverage? Thais 1
doubtful, unlesﬂshould make a serious blunder.
This is not to b nstrued as a criticism of past coverage
nor as taking a eatist attitude towaxrds future coverage

proposed above. (Intelligence knowledge may be ab for
the simple reason the intelligence activities b in

C_ the are nil. It has been suggested several ¢ the
nvestigation that his value %o the Soviets may be

rectly related to his frequent travel outside continental
US. He may do notihing in this country to in any way compro-
mise his pogition. IIls may be the classic "third country"
operation. “) '

3. Yhat are the chances (ovi\‘) an Iinterview witbi

being productive P

An interview, as the best avenue of approach, can
only be considered if that intervieu can have some logical
chance of Buccess. An integral part of any interview is
the nature and personality of the person to be interviewed.
These are the intangibles and cannot be predicted with any
degree of certainty. Thure are some lmouwn facts available
upon which conjecture cumbe offered, but it remains only

that - conjecture F< _
- 29 -
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successful interview are:

1.

2.

5.

Briefly, those éact Vhich mitigate against a

tle have no prosecutable case againstM(by
Thus, this cannot be used as a lever to
insure his cooperation.

Pan educated American citizen, must
e avare that any admnissions on his part as

to a pgullty involvement in Soviet espionage “u
tould subject him to possible prosecution%} }

ans been totally uncooperative in
rior interviews) X' (7Y :

He must have a strong fe2ling of security
since during prior intervicws he has said
nothing and there have bcen no repercussions.
He would have every reason to believe thit
Silence vould be his bect weapon. k U

Finally,@ jere interviewed and
remained uncooperative, we yould have alerted
him to our current :!.nteres%ﬂ u)

There are other factors hovever; which would act
as an indication that an interview may be successful ()é Y /

1.

Llthough uncooperative, g has
nevertheless permitted the Interviews

in the past, thus we can anticipate ﬁ(u)

success as to merely gaining an entree

Even though immunity to prosecution cannot
be pro inferred, 1t could be pointed
out to that in other simllar cases,
the US Goveinment has expressed the opinion
that the full cooperation of an individual
like himself with the Government has been
assessed as a greater value to the country
than an isolated prosecution. /‘Q’

- 30 -
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In past interviews, he has become noticeably

upset and d vhen he has been questioned

about the % Confronting him

with the p 'aged “shaving brush" infor-

mation may break his resistence.ﬂ/& J
u‘:g!A

1so, as a posgible follow-up to the

shaving brush’BAnhformation, SAMMY's
informatign m e related to him
thusly: Zz?recent high ranking Soviet
tefector

as told us that as recently
as 1963, you have been in contact.
with Soviet Intelligence in Moscow."‘jgg

5. ﬁhas no way of lmering exactly
ha nformation we posce¢ss. To a man
who has exhibited nervousneszs iln the
past, the assumucion that we kuow much.

more than we actypailly do, might be very
possible}i

In summary, if an intervieu witht*was
unproductive, we would have made our current in eresth
lmovm to him, and we wo ave alerted him to the in
formation we do possess%ﬁowever, because of SAMMY's
open defection, our curren apest may very easily
be already kncym, if not to“ at least to the
Soviets’ '

ive we will gain an insight into some phases off GRU activity
as 1t is known to an agent of lon anding who has Just
recently returned from Mosco ﬁu”

It would apren:r that the potential gain outweighs
the inherent risk alvcy+ present in an interview of this
nature., Even vicreductive interview, it would be
impressed upon that the alternate method would be
an intensive open investigation. If accomplshing nothing
else, an open Wigation may destroy hls usefullness

to the Soviets ) '
£ 4/
Sﬂﬁﬂ

On the other hand should tae interv;t%.he product~
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Similarly, shoulmpmve uncooperative,

it could be forcefully poin ut o him that such cases

as his, have in the past, been afforded publicitythrough

some legal hearings or procedures. Such disclosures,

particularly attributed to the “recent defector" would not, (;’
to say the least, further his career in his chosen fiel E9

X, RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE NEY YORK OFFICé];//

The- follquing are the recommendations of th New

York Office:
1. \Th ove described propose
will be put into effect.
2. The New York Office will\:o
information furnished b

ctivities

%519

3. Bureau authority will be requested to
interview the three PSIs previously
mentioned. *9

L. Efforts will bé made to further e
\‘\?10 the i ex@bting between%(uj K
and z

5. LRffgrts will be to lozicall jce

develop anonymous Ssources.,

6. The New York Office will bz;alert to
(2

These investigative steps and any other logical
investigation will be contlimffect until it has been

reasonably established that as refurned to his
normal pattern of activitie ablished by prior
investigation. Shoulu return to hls usual pattern,
and in the absence of a) rther specific intelligence
information, it is anticipated that the New Yiiﬁ Office

vill request Bureau authority to interview Ir
this authority is requested, full particula regarding
the interview along with a definite interview approach L%)
plan will be furnished to the Bureau for its approva121§<(,é

Sl
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XI, REQUEST OF THE BUREA

the New York

- Onj amj and» b 2

offices receiving copies of this communication b‘K-'

are thg ices vhich presently have an active interest
in the or reIated‘inVesti?‘cgo\Es, and comments or blo

Bureau authorit
Office to furnish to
photograph for possible

suggestions from them ars welcome %/LM)
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