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| Edie Palsy wor orks asa wai- 

just outside of Washing gton, 
D.C. His 55-year-old at ther, 

an inportant C1A analyst, was found 
dead, floating in the Chesap cake Bay, 
oncycar ago. The authorities ruledhe had - 
commitied suicide. Eddie Paisicy be- 
lieves his father was murdered. ‘ 
body is plugging the case up and trving 
to befuddle it as best they can,” he Says. 
“That's what it seems like to me. Ob- 
viously’ something's ups but the CLA 
docsn’t want anyone to know about it.” 

Eddie’s father, John Arthur Paisley, 
left the Cla in 1974 after twenty-one 
vears of service, for which he was deco- - 
rated with the Distinguished Medal of 
Honor. Since 1969 he had been the dep- 
uty director of the ClA’s Office of Stra- 
tegic Research, the branch that deals 
with assessing Soviet nuclear ca pabili- 
ties. He was an important and respected 
expert on U.S. and Soviet atomic 
weapons and the CLA’s computer and 
satcllite systems. Since his “official”? re- 
tirement five years ago, he had con- 
tinued to work on top-secret agency 
projects as a $200-a-day consultant—ur- 
ul he disappeared. 

On Sunday. September 24, 1978, 

SEFF GOLDBERG is codirectar of the Washington- 
based Assassination Information Bureau. 

IMOUIRY 

‘Some-_ 

Paisley sailed off fram Lusby, Mary- 
land, on his 31-foot sloop Brillig for aday 
on the bay. He was an expert sailor who 
loved the time he spent on his boat. He 
apparently planned to work alone that 
day, evaluating a sensitive CIA report on 
Sovict nuclear strength. 

Late in the afternoon Paisley radiocd: 
to friends to say he would be’ ashore 

staying out late on the Briltie. He asked 
for the dock lights to be left on for him. It 
was the last time anyone is known to 
have heard froni him. 

The next morning the Coast Guard 
discovered the ab: andoned Brillie when a 
crab boat reported being almost hit by 

After boarding the boat, the Coast 
Guard quickly identificd Paisley as its 
owner, and they noted the CIA docu- 
ments in his brictcase. The Cia’s security 
office was immediately notified. 

After a delay of some pvelve hours, 
the CIA called Mary ‘ann Paisley at her 
McLean, Virginia. home. The Paisleys 
had separated a year earlier after twen- 
ty-five vears of marri: age and he hadj just 
recently moved into a new z apartment in 
downtown Wa ashington. Maryann Pais- 
lev hed herself worked for the CEA in 
1974 as a contract emplovee ant) was 
sti bound by the agrncy’s 
She understood the CIA's concern for 
securing his sensitive papers, se late d 
meht she drove out to the Maryland 
shore, accompanied by her daughter 

s security oath. 

Diane, and Gia officials. They searched 
the Brillig, but apparently reraoved 
notning. However, there were indica- 
ions that other CLA se curity representa- 
tives had already 
Paisley’s sophistica ted radio gear, which 
included aniennas and-transmitters, 
was gone 

The next morning, Marv ann Paisley 
sent her son Eddie to check his father’s 
apartment. He discovered the apart- 
ment had already been enter ed—papers 
were in disarray and a camera, tape 
ree ordings, and a Rolodex were missing. 

millimeter bullets sere 
strewn on a Closet floor. Tt was later 
determined that Cla representatives had 
already been there also. The police later 
complained that these sca 
taminated much of the evidence. 

At this point there was no trace of - 
Paisley. Since he was a strong swimmer, 
his family hoped he was stil! alive on one 
of the bay’ s small islands. The Coast 
Guard made a helicopter and boat 
search of the area, but there was no 
police investigation because a missing- 
person report had not been filed. For a 
weck Paisley’s disappearance went pub- 
hcly unreported. 

Then on October t, a bloated, badly 
decomposed body was pulled from the 
bay several miles trorn where the Brillig 
had run aground. The vicum, shot once 
behind ihe left ear with a nine-millime- 

been there, because 

“ches had con- - 
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- wound in the head. 

ter bullet, was wearing wo belts con- 
taining thirty-eight pounds of diving 
weights. The body. made buoyant by 

gases trapped inside, had Aoated to the 
surface. No gun was recovered. 

The next day, Marvland’s chief medi- 
cal examiner, Dr. Russcli $. Fisher, 

identified the body as Paisley’s and 
ruled the cause of death as a gunshot 
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The coroner clas- 
sified the manner of death as “undeter- 
mined.” 

The Marvland State Police now en- 
tered the case and assigned it a very high 
priority. But since the boat and apart- 
ment had already been “cleaned out” by 
the CIA, a police spokesman says, “We 
had to play catch-up ball during the 
entire investigation.”” Nevertheless, 
three weeks later the police ruled the 
death an “apparent suicide,” although 
their les remain open and, like the 
coroner, they officially classify the man- 
ner of death as “undetermined.” 

Indeed this was not to be an open- 
ana-shut case. Doubts and questions 
began to surface from the prodding of 
Paisley’s family and a smail group of 
reporiers from: Wilmington, Baltimore, 
and Washington. The uncertainties 
spawned a wide range of theories: It was 
not Paislev’s body th iat had been found, 
he was alive on a seeret CIA mission, he 
was alive in Moscow as a defector, he 
was.the celebrated &GB mole in the CIA, 

or he was killed by the KGB for discover- 
ing the mole. 
john Paistev’s violent death is now a 

full-blown, year-olct spy mystery becom- 
ing more puzzling and complex with 
cach new revelation. Despite official 
pronouncements that nothing is amiss, 
the case is full of tantalizing suggestions, 
misdirecuons, and double meanings 
that just don’t add up and won't go 
away. “This is the mystery story of the 
decade,” says an unidenufied police in- 
vesugator to a Baltimore reporter. “You 
and I wall probably be dead and gone 

long before they close the files on this 
one.’ 

Besides the unusual circumstances of 

Paisley’s death, which we will come to 
later, what made this case so provoca- 
uve was the ChA’s atutude toward Pais- 

lev and the swirl ofevents that coincided 
with his death, including ferce accusa- 

tious of “moles” in the CLA, an intense 
tlebate over SALT verification, and a se- 
curity breach involving a top-secret spv- 
satellite manual [Poisoning SALT.” 
May 1.1979. p. 11]. 

But from the beginning the CLs’s pub- 
“lie position was that there was “no cvi- 

dence whatsoever” of foul play in Pais- 
lev's death. Agency officials claimed no 

Jurisdiction and acceded to the police 
verdict of suicide, ‘They painted a picture 

ofa depressed, financially insecure man - 
who had retired vears ago. Initially they 
said Paisley had been only a “low-level 
analyst’ who didn’t work on any “‘sensi- 
tive” matters. They said his only remain- 

ing link to the Cla, was as part-time con- 
sultant on “routine administrative mat- 
ters with a very limited aecess to clas- 
sited information.” It was a flimsy cov- 
cr story, and leaks from all over Wash- 

ington soun completely destroyed it. 
A former high-level staffer on the 

President's Forcien Intelligence Advis- 
ory Board, somcone who had worked 

with Paisley on top-secret projects. 
calicd the inival CLA accounts “shock- 
ing.” “Tn fact,” this source said, “L was 
surprised that the ageney would even try 
to pander that sort of information.” An- 
other source reported, “The agency is 
lat-out lying. Paisley never was not in- 
volved in something big.” It was also 
reported that Paisley had several meet- 

ings—one as late as‘a month before his 
death—with Cra Director Stansfield 
Yurner. (Admiral Turner has consis- 
tently minimized Paisley’s role within 
the G1A.) 

Senators on the Intelligence Commit- 
tee were furious with the CLA’s “lack of 

candor” and they launched their own 
inv eotiga tion. 

Paisle s biggest job in recent years 

was serving as liaison between the CIA 
and Team B, a scerct task force of US, 
experts who assessed Soviet mulitary 

strengths. Veam B, ereated in 1976 by 
then CIA Director George Bush. con- 

sisted ofnauional defense experts outside 
of the CIA who were given access to all 
‘US —Sovict intelligence secrets. It was 
formed after White House experts on 

the intelligence advisery board con- 
vinced CIA officials thar the agency's 

vearly evaluations of Soviet military 
capalaihty (Peam A) should be tested by 

*hewa 

conmparing them with outside evalua- 

noms (Peanm B). Paisley was not a mem- 
ber of the B team, but as ils executive 

clirector he had access to the most highly 
classified micligence materials on the 

soviet Giuon. 

After four months of work, in Decem- 
ber 1976, Team B concluded the CLA 
had underestimated Soviet military 
strength. Their report was then leaked 
to the New Jork Times in an attempt to 
pressure the CIA into taking a harder 
line. Apparently Paisley disagreed, 
sticking with the Team A analysis. One 
of the more hawkish Team B members, 
Daniel Graham. former head of the De- 
fense Intelligence Agency, has called 
him a “weepy liberal.” 

Paisley was working on his evaluation 
of Team B's performance during his last 

sailing excursion. 

ARYANN PAISLEY 
and her two children ini- 

tially followed CIA proce- 
dures and k kept silent af 

aij ter the body was recov- 
ered. She had sought advice from the 

agency and had as sked a CLA-approved 

attorney to represent her. However, she 
soon began to deubt that the body was 

her hushand’s, and became upset with 
ihe unsatisiactory answers and the lack 

of cooperation she was receiving, from 
the agency, 

In January, she sent a bitter letter to 
GHA Director Turner, writing that “the 

CIA attitude toward me has been a be- 
trayal af my husband's devotion and 
unquesuioned loyalty to the Agency.” 
She was so angered by what she felt was 
a CIA cover-up thar she are a new 
attorney, Bei ‘nard Fensterwal d, Jr., and 
& private investigator, Ken Sinth, and 
told them, “Pr ind out what the hell hap- 
pened tomy husband.” 

Fensterw: ald, a longume friencl of the 
Paisicy family. is an experienced and 
well-known Washington attorney. He 
served asa Senate commitier counsel in 

the 1900s, and since then he has repre- 
ented such noted clienis as convicted 

assassin James Earl Ray and Watergate 
conspirator James \icCord. For many 
years he has worked to uncover the JFK 
assassination conspiracy hy directing a 
private, Washington-based research or- 
ganization called the Committee to In- 
vestigate Assassinations. 

In A spril, Fensterwald told. reporters 
sp reuiy well convinced”? the body 

found was not Paisley’s. He cited dis- 
erepancies between the height, weight, 

and waist size of the corpse and those of 
Paisley, Paisley was 3 fect 11 inches tall, 

OCTOBER 15, 1979



weighed 170 pounds, and had a 34-iach 
waist. The corpse was originally mica- 
sured as 3 feet 7 inches, [44 pounds, 
with a 30-inch waist. In November, 
Fisher, the state. coroner, revisecl the 
height of the corpse to 5 feet Lf inches, 
Saying it “was onlginally recorded 
error as 3 fect 7 inches.” Inexplicably, 
Fisher made this correction SEVEN Wee ks 
after the body had been crernated. 

In fact, itis not clear how Fj isher made 
his identification at all: he had no finger- 
prints or dental records, no family mem- 
ber or friend on hand to cxamine the 
bedv, anda body so decomposed that all 
of the hair was gone, including the thick 
beard Paisley grew. Chere was not even 
any bieod left to be typed. Later, in a 
terse hut cryptic remark about the iden- 
tification, the police would only savy, 

Ve were under tremendous pres- 
sures," 

Visher said the body was so grotesque 
it would be “out of the « question” tor 
family members to wew it. Afier his 
identification, he allowed the beady to be: 
cremated in a CLA\-approved fimeral 
home. Kirs. Paisley had consented to the 
cremation on the advice Of Fisher, CLA 
officials, and the c1- “approved attorney 
who was then counseling her. Her 
approval was given, howevel *, before she 
learned about wha Ushe called “the muk 
itude of physical discrepancies.” Later, 
when she was finally allawed to see 
photos taken ai the autopsy, she could 

not make an identification and y was not 
satisfied the’ body was her husband's. 

_ Forrinen months the identification re- 
mained in dispute as Paisley’s family: 
refused to admit the cremated body was 
his. Then, in June, wve men who saw the 
body when it was firs t broughi ashore by 
the Coast Guard came forward to ques- 
tion the suicide finding. The two said 
they had seen distinct markin gs around 
the throat that indicated “foul play.” 

_ Dr. George Weems, the county coroner 
for uw cnty years, and Harry Lee Lang- 
ley, the owner of the marina w here Pais- 

, ley gasscd up his sloop, spoke to report- 
crs at a press conference arranged by 
Fensterwald on behalf of Mrs. Paisley. y 

Weems. the first doctor to see the 
body. said he had noticed markings on 
the neck indicating it had “been 
squeezed or had a rope around it. 
They were the type of things you sce 
when people are strangled.’ He said the 
marks appeared to have been made be- 
fore Paisley was killed. and not after- 
wards, when the body was in the water, 

Langley said it was either ‘ 
rope burn” or 
Slashed. because 

‘a helluva 
“the throat had been 

a bad gash ran from 

INQUIRY 

had seen 
Paisley around the marina and was sure 
the bocls he saw was Paisley’s, Ee said 
he was told to kee p quict about what he 
had witnessed. but despite repeated 
quesboning he could not remember who 
had told him to remain silent. 
Weems conducted only a twenty- 

minute preliminary observation before 
sending the body, and a report, on to 
Baltimore, where the autopsy was per- 
formed the next day. Fisher's autopsy 
report does not mention any markings 

car to ear.” Langley said he 

-on Paisley? § throat, and when he was 
reached by reporters later, he de 
nounced Weems’ S comments. saying 
that one of his subordinates should not 
be “spouting off about things he doesn’t 
know about.” “They had no way of 
observing the body adequately,” said 
Fisher. “The marks around the neck 
were caused by skin slippage.” Weems, 
reconiacted after the s¢ comments, stuck 
to his co onclusion, saying, “] know what 
I saw. 

Why had Weems and Langley waited 
nine months to come forward? Langley 
said he finally contacted Mrs. Paisley 
alter hearing news reports that she 
night not be able to collec ton her hus- 
band’ s hfe insurance pelicics, Paisiey's 
CLA Insurance policy paid off right away, 
but two other insurance companies 
questioned the identification of the body 5 
and the cause of death. (One company, 
Mutual of Ornaha, has a special clause 
m its policy: it doesn’t pay off on a 
suicide. The other conipany, Mutual of 
New York, was not sure the body was 

pects to sue them. If the compa UnY i 
refuses t@ pay, once the suit ts filed, 
Jury tial would follow later this vear. V9 
win, Mutual of Omaha would have to 
prove suicide, a difhieule task with ne 
witnesses, no suicide note, and lite evi- 
dence. If Mutual of fOmaha were to lose. 
Ars. Paisley and her attome y would 
have a legal verdict of murde r, which 
they hope. would prompt a new investi- 
gation. But more important, the discov-. 
ery proceedings of a trial would alloy: 
Fensterwald to ask- ior documerits and 
question the GIA about Paisley. 

ee THE BODY PU LLED FRO. \f 
. the Chesapeake Bay was indeed 

Paisley’s, had he been murdered? 
; “Jumping off boat with a gun in 

Coens Tan dl. pulling the trigger while in 
thet water, is, to be charitable about the 
matter, a weird way to commit suicide, 
Says Fensterw ald. “And there was no 
suicide note. Pm told that 95 pereent of 
suicide cases have left a note.” The 
attorney Cites other factors that argue 
against suicide: 

ie
d 

A 
et
 

ae
 
w
h
e
e
 

8 ‘Yhere were no signs of a shooung 
aboard the Brillig. No waces of blood or 
brain tissue were found on the sloop. 
‘Thus, @ suicide verdict requires a find- 
ing that Paisley either shot himself while 
standing on the e dee of the boat—so that 
the shell casing, pistol, blood, and brain 
fragments all fel overboard with him-- 
or that he shot himselfin the water while 
wearing Uhirty-cight pounds of divi Ing 
weights. 

Paislev’s.) Langley told Mrs. Paisley 
what he had seen and then urged 
Weems also to come forwarc 

Because Langley had known Paisley 
previously, and because, after nine 
months, Paisley had not turned u palive, 
the family and their a 2ULOINCV, as a mat- 
ter of convenience, now reluctantly "con- 
cede it was his body , Uiough they still 
have doubts. 

Seon after the June press conference, 
Mutual of New York (with no suicide 
clause) agreed io make good .on its’ 
S95, B00 poliev. A MONY spokesman 
said, “Our dot ibis have been resolved 
that it was Paisley’s bods.” Mutual of 
Omaha (with the spec ial clause) will not 
honor its pohey and Fensterwald ex- 

& Ballistics experts have assured Mary- 
an Paisley that a nine-millimeter 9 gun 
held behind the ear and fired at closer 
than arm’s length will send a bullet in 
one side of the skull | and out the other. 
This did not happen to Paisley. The 
corpse had a lead slug lodged in the 
brain and no exit wound, 

B According to Mrs. Paisley, when se 
first boarded the boat she noticed * 
tabic had been pulled away irom the 
wall. Several screws had been pulled 
loose, and it was ulted atan angle which 
would have made it impossible to use.” 
Phis raised the question of struggle 
aboard the buat. since Paisley was work- 
ing on the Team B report and the table IZ
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was the only wriuing surface aboard. 
A week after the Langley-Weems 

press conference, two former state prose- 
cutors who had worked on the Paisley 
case said it had not been properly inves- 
ugated and should be reopened. The 
two men, Naji P. Maloof (the county 
atturncy when the body was found) and 
Lawrence Lampson (Maloof’s succes- 
sor and now a district court judge) said 
their work was hampered by the Cis’s 
refusal to cooperate with the state police. 
“Some people just don’t want the truth 
about this case out,” said Maloof. 
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PAISLEY 
says her husband was Bry 
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' *% os) 4; NOt just a paper-pushing 
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Hof ia analyst, despite the CL\’s 
ga 4/3 insistence that he never 
worked for the clandestine side of the 
agency. She wrote to Admiral Turner 
that Paisley’s CIA activities 
years were, as you know, certainly not 
confined to the overt side.’”’ She has said 
privately that Paisley served as a CIA 
contact for Nixon’s White House 
“Plumbers.” Also, 
Smith found the code- -name “NASH” 
seribbl led among some of Paisley’s pa- 
pers. “‘NASH? stands for North # \rling- 
ton Safe House,” says Smith. “Nosenko 
was kept there at one time.” 

The Nosenke controversy is at the 
center of a secret struggle that divides 
the CIA. The question is, Is there a 
“role”—a KGB plant—nside the CLA’s 
top staif who has compromised our in- 
telligence system? Paisley was apparent- 

ly a man in the middle of this “mole 
war,” whichis being fought in public by 
former CIA official ls James Angleton and 

“over the’ 

investigator Ken 

became wary of Nosenko’s bona fides. 
Their doubts increased with time, The 
uming of Nosenko’s arrival was too con- 
venient, his. message too pat. Nosenko 
‘revealed he was the KGB man in char ree 
of all of Lee Harvey Oswald's KGB rec- 
ords—including Oswald’s defection ‘to 
the Soviet Union in 1959 and his deal- 
ings with the Sovict embassv in Mexico 
City in 1963. With this complete know!- 
edge, Nosenko assured both American 
intelligence and the Warren Conimis- 
sion, which was then beginning its de- 
iiberations, that Oswald was of “no in- 
terest’ whatsoever to the KGB and had 
had no contact with the Soviet spy agen- 
cy. Oswald, though, had told the U.S. 
embassy i in Moscow that he had agreed 
to give the Russians U-2 spy-plane se- 
crets. (As a marine radio operator, Os- 
wald had been stationed at a major U-2 
base in Japan.) Tennant Bagley, former 
deputy chiefof the C14’s Soviet bloc divi- 
sion and an Angleton ally, now says he 
found Nosenko’s explanation “unbeliev- 
able.” Angleton went so far as to con- 
clude Oswald was a KGB sleeper agent 
when he returned to the United States, 
and was later activated to kill Kennedy. 

But to others in the CIA and to J. 
Edgar Hoover, Angleton was just para- 
noil. To Hoover’s Fai, which had pri- 

“mary responsibility ior investigating ‘the 

assassination, Nosenko brought the best 

possibile news. It was not in Hoover's 
interest: to have the Soviets involved in 

the assassination. His most trusted 

Soviet intelligence source, a prized Rus- 
sian double agent at the UN code- -named 

“Fedora,” had ¢ given Hoover the same 
assurances that Oswalel had no KGB ties. 

The Soviet source also vouched for 

Richard Helms on one side, represent- 
ing the “old guard,” and William Colby - 
and Stansfield Turner on the other side, 
representing the new wave. - 

Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko, now 51, was 
a KGB agent who began feeding informa- 
tion to the CIA in Junc 1962. In January 
-1964—two months after the Kennedy 
assassination—he defected to the United 

. To that point he was the highest- 
ranking KGB catch ever for American 
intelligence. 
James Angleton, then chief of CIA 

counterintelligence, and his allies in the 
CIA’s Soviet bloc division immediately 

Nosenko’s legitimacy. If Nosenko was a 
double agent, then Fedora must also be 
a mole. And if Fedora was lying, it 
neant Hoover's counteriniciligence sys- 

tem was severely comprernised. Mere 
important, the Nosenko message got 
Hoover's G-inen olf the hook for not 
having spotted Oswald as a potential 
assassin. Hoover reasoned that if Os- 
wald had documentable ties to the 

KGB-—whether or not he was their assas- 

sin—Hoover would have to explain to 
the Warren Commission why his ren 

didn’t know about it. So he embraced 

Nosenko and Fedora, 

placed under * 

Security, disputed 

“Two years before Nosenko came, 
another Soviet defector, Anatoli M. 
Gotitsin, code-named “Stone,” toid the 
United States there was a KGB mole who 
had penctrated the highest echelons of 
the CLA. When Nosenko defected, Stone 
at once suspected him. But both he and 
Nosenkd-Fedora couldn’t be right. 
(Stone is today a top CIA consultant 
whose word is accepted by agency coun- 
termuciligence.) 
Angieton’s side agreed with Stone 

and they tried to break Nosenko. He was 
hostile interrogation” at 

a specially constructed CIA safe house 
and psychologically tortured for more 
than three vears. According to Bagley, 
Noscnko was the only defector to receive 
such treatment, which included solitary: 
confinement, constant visval observa- 
tion, and sophisticated techniques de- 
signed to disorient him. Serious contra- 
dictions and omissions developed in his. 
story, but Nosenko refused to crack. 

Sull unconvinced, Angleton and 
Helms finally decided in 1968 that their 
doubts couldu’t be resolved definitively. 
In an eflért to diffuse the probiem and 
get Nosenko out of their hair, they gave 
him a new identity and shipped him off 
to North Carolina for “rehabilitation.” 
A 900-page report from the CLA’s Soviet 
branch that year summed up their con- 
siderable doubts. But an 18-page rebut-, 
tal, written later in 1968 by the Office of 

each and every con- 
clusion of the Angicton side. There the 
matter was to have ended. 

But then. came the major power shift 
within the CL’. In 1973 Helms was sent 
off to Tran and Wiliam Colby took over 
as director. By 1974, Angleton and his 
iop aides were also ou forced to resign 
by Colby. Then came Colby’s airing ‘of 

“twenty-five years of agency dirty laun- 
dry before the Senate--including forcign 
assassinations, mincd-contrsl projects, 
and ulegal dornestic operatiozis. Helins 
and Angleton, the old-euard leaders, 
were blamed for many of these past 
crimes, and were chides! for their anti- 
sovict biases. (Colby, responsible for 
one of ihe worst CLA abuses, the ‘“Phoe- 
mix” project cf Vietnam executions, re- 
mained unscathed.) Colby also allowed 
the Nosenko defenders to welcome back 
Nosenko as a top consultant to CIA coun- 
terintctligence. 

Until last year the whole Nosenko 
matter had smoidered in secret. Howev- 
er, the publication of Edward Epstein’s 
book, Legend. changed that; there was a 
scnsauion in Congress, the mecia, and 

intelligence circles when it was learned 
that Angleton was a primary source for 
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‘that the CIA had been turned * 

the author. 
The book laid out pub licly, for the 

first time, Anglcton’s opposition to 
Nosenko and his conterition that the de- 
fector was a KGB plant sent io dupe ee 
CLA. Masterspy Angleton, now out in th 
bitter cold, was saying, through Eps tem, 

‘inside 
out” by the KGB. Colby was blamed for 
handing over the * ‘family j Jewels” of past 
CIA legalities to the Senate and destr ov- 
ing CIA counterintcigence. Angleton « j 
also hinted that may be Colby was the 
“mole.” . ; 
Apparently Colby’s allies felt the 

same way about Angleton. Last May it 
was reported Angleton had been the 
subject of a 1972 Cia investigation into 
his loyalty. The investigation was ter- 
minated in 1974 because of lack of evi- 
dence. But new a second probe target- 
ing Angleton is said to be underwa RY, 
Ordered by Admiral Turner, this new 
investigation will reported! y blame 
Angleton for his failure to protect the cla 
from Soviet penetration. 

In the face of this attack, the Angle- 
ton-Helms side has been bolste ‘red by 
the recently released report of the House 
Assassinations Committee, whieh sub- 
stantiates their view of Nosenko, The 
comsmuitee interviewed evervone con- 
cemed, including Nosenko five times. 
The report concludes Nosenko “lied 
about Oswald” either “to the FBI and 
CIA in. 1964 or the committee in 1978, or 
perhaps both.” The committee found 
Oswald “quite likely” had been inter- 
viewed by the KGB and had been the 
subject of extensive KGB surveillance. 
One former committee staffer says, “We 
-hammered away at Nosenko for “SIX 
hours one day and tota lly broke him and 
his whole story shattered.” Nosenko 
completely reversed his story and ad- 
mitted to ihe committee that all ‘of Gs- 
wald’s mail was intercepted, his phone 
was tapped, his apartment bugged, and 
his movements w atched by undercover 
KGB agents. 

Adding weight to Nosenko’s revised 
Story, the committee’s polygraph expert 
found that Nosenko’s first two he detec- 
tor tests, which were administered by 
the Angleton team and showed Nosenko 
io be lying, were the “most valid.” 
later test, used by Nosenko’s defe videvs 
to exonerate him, was judged by the 
committee’s expert to be “atrocious.” 

Despite the committee's finding on 
Nosenko, the Cla officially sticks by him. 
The agency chose John Clement Hart, a 
twenty-four- -year CLA veteran who wrote 
yet another positive C1A evaluation of 
Nosenko in 1976, to explain its current 
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position to the committee. Hart con- 
demnried the cra interrogation of Nesen- 
ko as the shabbiest he had ever seen. 
Then, in a classic stonewall. he refused 
to tesufy about Nosenko and Oswald— 
though this was the main reason the 
committee had'called him. He refused to 
even acknowledge that questions exist 
about Nosenko. Hart wo suld only say, “I 
would ignore the tesumony of Mr. 
Nosenko ow Oswald. I would not use 

* Buthe said this did not imply a “bad 
Faith” act by Nosenko, only that he had 

been misinformed or was boasting 
about his know cage to ect better treat- 
ment from the c 

Helms and Bacl ley were e ununpressed, 
Since Nosenko had hed about Oswald, 
said Hclms, “this tends to sour all other 
opinions he maniiamed. I don’t know 
how one resolves this bone in the 
throat.” “We cannot simply slide over 
ihis as easily as CLA does,” sai id Bagley. 
“It is @ serious possibilhy, not a sick 
faniasy. In fact, it is hard to avoid. Itjs 
irresponsible to expose clandestine per- 
sonnel to this imdividual.” Angleton has 
remained silent. 

ou mee ELS HAT DOES ALL OF 
this have to do with 

Paisley? Apparently a 
lot. Paisley debricfed 
‘and befriended Nosen- 

ko; Marva ann Paisley thinks ber hus- 
band’s death mav be related to Nosen- 
ko; the Senate was so concerned it has 
lnvestigated the.matter-for a year; and, 
ina remarkal te coincidence, Paisley dis- 
appeared from the Brillig a few days 
after John Hart and Richard Helms tes- 
tified to the Assassinations Commitiec 
about Nosenko. 

In January, at the request of Senator 
Birch, Bayh of Indiana, chairman of the 
Senate Intelligence Committee, the rBr 
began a countermitelligence analysis of 
the Paisley case. “CA namber of troubling 
questions remain,” said Bayh. The 
Nosenko connection was high on the list, 
but the commiitee, whose function is 
oversight, claimed it lacked the man- 
power for a full investigation. “There 
isn't much we can do if the cia lies to 
us,’ sutd a’ Senate spokesman. One 
senator anonymously added, “The cra 
has lied so often about Paisley that they 

don’t even remember what uiey tell us 
from one day to the next.” 

In April the FBI re poried that the facts 
of the case did not warrant a counterin- 
telligence investigation, but gave no de- 
tails. The Senate committee remained 
“troubled” by the Nosenko angle and 
continued a limited Investigation, 
(Their report should be ready this 
month, but is due to remain classified. ) 
The Cia, for its part, has adamantly de- 
nied Paisley had any connection to 
Nosenko. ‘Information from several 

sources indicates this is yet anvther CIA 
stonewall. . , 

Reportedly, Paisley regularly interro- 
gated and evaluated Soviet dissidents 
and political defectors. In particular, 
according to reporter Tad Szule, w ho. 
wrote about the Paisley case in Janu Wy 
for the New York: fines Magaz cine, Paisley, 
working closely with Angleton, interr On 
gated Nosenko about Sovi ict strategic 
capabihties when Nosenko was held a 
Virginia safe house in the mid- 1960s, 
tT he to men later became fnends, say 
Szulc’s sources, and Pais sley frequently 
visited Nosenko at his North Carolina 
home where he lived after 1968. The last 
Visit was in the spring of 1978. 

Admiral Turner savs Nosenko “has 
no recollection of ever meeting Paisley.” 
Angleton told Look last spring. “To ny 
knowledge Paisley was never involved in 
the clandestine side. L have doubts that 
he saw Nosenko.” But Angicton also 
denied ever mecting Paisley. Fenster- 
wald, for one, doesn’t trust Angicton’s 
answer. He says, “IT don’t believe it’s 
possible that in their long CA careers. 
both invelved in Soviet counterintelh- 
gence, that they never met.’ " Anuleton’s 
denial could be viewed as self-serving. Er 
is not inconceivable that -P: aisles, after 
1974, was keeping tabs on Nosenko for 
the original . Angleton group. 
Mary ann Paisley i is sure her husband 

was part of the 1964-67 hostile interro- 
gation team that condemned Nosenko. 
She says he told her he was. In her 
private letter toC1A Director Tumer, she 
wrote, “You know tha it Jobn I Paislev was 
deeply i mvolved in Nosenko’s indescrib- 
able debriefing. It has crossed my mind 
and that of others, that my husband's 
fate might somehow be connected with 
the Nosenko case. John’s death and/or
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cusappearance coincided with Nosenko 
headlines in every newspaper and news 
broadcast nationwide. Katherine Hart 
or Len McCoy will tell you that Lam not 
a fool.” . 

Turner, a relative newcomer to the 
osenko question, has nevertheless con- 
tinued the Colby policy. In her letter, 
Mrs. Paisley was asking him to listen to 
two current senior CIA officials, Hart 
and McCoy, who are on the pro-Nosen- 
ko side—his side. To persuade Turner to 
look into the matter, Maryann Paisley 
was relymg not on people who were 
anu-Nesenko and therefore prejudiced 
in Turner’s eyes, but on people who 
would be credible to him. 

Kauierine Hart is the wife of John 
- Hart, whose Assassinations Committee 
tesumony came nine days before Paisley 
chsappeared.. Mrs. Hart was Maryann 
Paisley’s immediate supervisor when 
Mrs. Paisley worked for a year as a CIA 
bookkeeper in 1974 and Mrs. Hart was a 

senior officer in the Requirements Divi- 
sion, which handles requests for funds 
for clandestine operations by overseas 
CIA stations. Apparently she had a pro- 
iessional relationship with Paisley, since 
her CLA phone number was written in his 

secret phone book, recovered among his 
effects 

Leonard McCoy, according to Ep- 
stein’s book Legend, was an officer in the 
cla’s Reports Section who charnpioned 

Nosenko and protested his mistreat- 
ment and the suppression of the infor- 
mation he had provided. After Angleton 
was purged in 1974, McCoy, according 
to Epstein, was appointed the new re- | 
search head of counterintelligence, and 
“Nosenko himself was then appointed 
as a consultant to this newly constituted 
counterintelligence staff.” 

It is not known if Turner spoke to 
Hart or McCoy, but in February he did 
send Mrs. Paisley a brief reply, express- 
ing his sympathy and coneluding, “I do 
want you to know that our careful re- 
view of the eviclence to date .. . has 
convinced us that it was John’s body 
which was found and that problems or 
questions raised by you: in your letter 
can be resolved.” He gave no specifics. 

One Senate source warns, “LE would 
take it easy on Paisley’s reputation and 
integrity. We have not been able to get 
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_ any hard evidence or proof that he was a 
double agent or a mole or any of these 
things. There have been a lot of stories 
hinting this or that but thev’re not based 

on anything you can prove.” Fenster- 
wald agrees that Paisley was loyal to the - 
CIA, but this still leaves weighty and 
complex questions for the Senate (and 
the CLA) to answer: 

Is there a mole in the CiA and was 
Paisley working to uncover him? One 
theory is that Paisley was murdered by 
the Soviets because he was about to ex- 
pose their mole or because the Soviets 
wanted to teach the CLA a lesson. Ac- 
cording to this theory, Paisley was being 
offered to the Russians as a double 
agent, when he was actually still loval to 
the CLA. Fluent in Russian, having a top 
clearance, separated from his w ite. liv- 
ing in an apartment building populated 
with Soviet embassy employees (read 
KGB}, Paisley appeared to be a tailor- 
made defector. But the Soviets figured 
out it was toe good to be true—a setup. 
So, the theory goes, they killed him to 
intimidate the Americans. 

Tn fact, it has been reported that Pais- 
lev was approached by KGB agents dur- 
ing the early stages of the second round 
of SALE talks in Helsinki. He was asked 
to hecorne a double agent on the subject 
of the U.S. negotiating position at the 
talks. Paistey immediately passed on the 

contact to his CLA superiors and was 
advised to take the offer. He fed informa-’ 

on to the KGB with CLA approval, 
although it is not known whether it was 
accurate. 

And there is also the case of Nicholas 

George Shadrin, a Soviet naval com- 
‘mander who defected to the United. 
States in 1959 and became a consultant 

to the Office of Naval intelligence. 
Sources confirmed to the #altimere Sun 

hat Paisley had interrogated and evalu- 
‘ted Shadrin. In 1966, Shadrin became 

a double agent working with the KGB, 

but under joint CIA-FB! control. In 1975, 
after nine years in this role, Shadrin flew 
to Vierina for a meeting with KGB opera- 
tives, then disappeared without a trace. 
His tate is sail unknown and the CLA 

wont cliscuss the matter. 

© years ago, Paisley was involved 

in the ageney-wide search for the mole 

(apparently the same investigation that 
looked into Angleton’s performanc ce). A 
report on this project was given to then 
CIA Director Colby in 1974, and scon 

after, Paisley was retired, Angleton was 
ousted, and Shadrin disappeared. One 
intelligence source theorized to the Sun, 
“Paisley may have gotten caught in the 
middle. Maybe he learned who the mole 
was, Or may he he stumbled across some 
piece of information which might have 
led to the mole—and which made himan 
instant liability.” 

8 Why did Paisley retire from the CLA at 
30, only to continue his top-secret work 
from the outside? Was his 1974 retire- 
ment voluntary or was he an anti- 
Nosenko loser, eased out of counterintel- 
ligence action with the rest of the Angle- 
ton side? According to the 1¥ilmington 
News Journal, a former Cia official who 
was involved in Watergate recently said, 
“You have to examine that retirement 
very closely. He no more retired in 1974 
than did E. Howard Hunt. The key to 
the Paisley case is the retirement.” 

fd What does it mean that the CIA em- 
braces Nosenko? 

‘The least horrifying possibility is chat 
the Colby-Turner-Hart faction knows 
Nosenko lied, but thinks he Hed to tell 
the truth. ifthis was the case, he was net 
a bona fide defector, but a hand- picked 
KGB messenger, trained in his message, 
and then sent to say, “We didn't kill 
Acnnedy.”” But the Russians’ ploy failed 
to convince Angleton, whe is sull per- 
suaded that Oswald was a KGB-con- 
trolled agent. 

ft is an inno cuous, but complic ated 
explanation: The Russians didn’t kill 
Kennedy—Angleton was wreng; Nosen- 
KO leds a ‘pl: ant—Angleton was right. But 
there is no other mole—Nosenko, Was, In 

eflect, the moie. The ci rupture has 
been caused by an internal conflict over 
how to interpret the data. ‘The leaders 
who gained control in 1974 have de- 
cided to cover the whole thing up to save 
the CIA and the nation from an embar- 
rassing misunderstanding, 

The werst case woulct be that the CIA 
is totally infestecd with moles who have 
tumed things inside out. 

As for the Paisley case, Fenstenwald 
now sums it up this way: “Anyone who 
looks at the facts is hard pressed to be- 
lieve it was a suicide. And it was not a 
“Jealous husband” type of murder. It 
seems to be an intelligence murder. And 
Wit was, the chances of soiving it are very 
slim. E verything that happens mn these 
kinds ofcases is shrouded in mist.” 
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