
/ 	
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T
he hot aspects (if they can be so called) of the new

 C
old W

ar lie in an entirely 
different direction —

 w
ho's doing w

hat to w
hom

 econom
ically and financially: 

rig
g
in

g
 m

ark
ets, tran

sferrin
g
 tech

n
o
lo

g
y
, en

actin
g
 tariffs an

d
 b

o
y
co

tts. 
m

anipulating international m
oney m

arkets, laundering m
oney, tracking capital 

flight, m
onitoring capital fom

iation, analyzing international hedging techniques, 
analyzing international finance trends and patterns, detecting the form

ation of 
m

onopolies and cartels, m
onitoring the flow

 of strategic m
aterials, pinpointing 

tradeoffs and com
prom

ises, detecting new
 alliances and the breakoff of old, and 

the list can go on and on. 
In the new

 C
old W

ar, intelligence takes the form
 of analyses and evaluations of 

econom
ic and financial threats and opportunities throughout the w

orld. T
his 

includes the analysis of industrial and m
arketing capabilities and of financial and 

m
onetary capabilities and vulnerabilities. 
W

ith this shift in em
phasis the polarization of good guys-bad guys w

ill give 
w

ay to m
ore or less, better or w

orse. T
he w

orld becom
es m

ore m
ysterious as the 

forces and influences at w
ork becom

e m
ore rem

ote. Interrelationships and 
interdependenices am

ong nations w
ill becom

e m
ore com

plicated. P
olitical and 

econom
ic consequences of national strategies w

ill unfold slow
ly. C

ause-and-effect 
relationships w

ill becom
e slow

ly visible but only over a period of tim
e. 

In the new
 C

old W
ar, intelligence w

ill becom
e ever m

olt indispensable and vital 
as the W

estern standard of living becom
es m

ore vulnerable and m
ore threatened. 

L
et us hope that the intelligence agencies and governm

ent depanm
em

s of W
estern 

dem
ocracies w

ill be up to their new
 assignm

ents. 

F. R
eese B

row
n 

S
A

M
U

E
L

 H
A

L
P

E
R

N
 A

N
D

 
H

A
Y

D
E

N
 P

E
A

K
E

 

D
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 A
n

g
le
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a
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o
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n
k

o
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In his recent book, A
m

erica's Secret W
ar: The C

IA
 in a D

em
ocratic Society, L

och 
K

. Johnson discusses the problem
 of determ

ining w
hether defectors from

 foreign 
intelligence services are genuine, a process called "establishing the defector's bona 
fides." A

s an exam
ple of the difficulties encountered, he cites the controversial case 

of form
er K

G
B

 officer Y
uri N

osenko, w
ho defected to the C

IA
 in February 1964. 

N
osenko professed to have handled L

ee H
arvey O

sw
ald's case for the K

G
B

 w
hile 

A
li 	

O
sw

ald w
as in the S

oviet U
nion. T

he K
G

B
, he m

aintained, had not recruited 
O

sw
ald and had no role in President John K

ennedy's death. T
hese claim

s focused 
high level concern on N

osenko's debriefing, w
hich produced a m

ixture of truth, 
lies, and contradictions that took years to explain. A

nd although eventually 
accepted officially, N

osenko's bona fides rem
ain in dispute even today in the 

m
inds of som

e of the C
IA

 officers involved,; Professor Johnson sum
m

arizes the 

il
ilin

 1
9

6
2

, w
h

ile n
o

 a
 trip

 to
 G

en
ev

a
, S

w
itzerla

n
d

, Y
u

ri N
o

sen
k

o
, a

 4
5

.y
m

r-o
ld

 K
G

B
 o

fficer, co
n

ta
cted

 th
u

s 
C

IA
. C

la
im

in
g
 to

 h
a
v
e w

o
rk

ed
 in

 th
e K

G
B

 co
u

n
terin

tellig
en

ce d
irecto

ra
te, H

o
m

a
n

 o
ffered

 in
fo

rm
a
tissn

 
to

 th
e C

IA
 fo

r so
m

e m
o
n

ey
 w

h
ich

 h
e n

eed
ed

 q
u

ick
ly

. In
 ex

ch
a
n

g
e for th

e fu
n

d
s an

d
 oth

er in
d

ircern
on

s, h
e 

a
g
reed

 to
 serv

e th
e C

IA
 in

 M
o
sco

w
 a

s a
n

 a
g
en

t-in
-p

la
ce o

n
 th

e co
n

d
itio

n
 co

n
ta

cts w
o
u

ld
 ta

k
e p

la
ce o

n
ly

 
o

u
tsid

e th
e S

o
v

iet U
n

io
n

. N
o

sen
k

o
 retu

rn
ed

 to
 G

en
ev

a
 in

 F
eb

n
ia

ry
 1

9
6

4
 a

n
d

 to
ld

 th
e C

IA
 h

e w
a

n
ted

 to
 

d
efeci th

en
 a

n
d

 th
ere. P

erm
issio

n
 w

a
s q

u
ick

ly
 g

ra
n

ted
 a

fter h
e in

fo
rm

ed
 h

is C
IA

 ca
se o

fficer th
a

n
 h

e h
a

d
 

p
erso

n
a

lly
 h

a
n

d
led

 L
ee H

a
rv

ey
 O

sw
a

ld
's ca

m
 in

 th
e K

G
B

. A
n

d
, w

h
a

t is m
o

re, h
e ro

sin
ed

 th
a

t th
e K

G
B

-
h

ad
 T

IM
 co

n
ta

cted
 O

sw
a
ld

 w
h

en
 h

e
 d

e
le

te
d

 to
, o

r w
h

ile h
e liv

ed
 in

, th
e &

iv
ies U

n
io

n
. N

o
sen

k
o
 w

o
u

ld
 ' 

m
ain

tain
 later th

at th
is w

as tru
e even

 th
ou

gh
 O

sw
ald

 h
ad

 clearly stated
 b

e w
as a form

er U
.S

. M
arin

e rad
ar 

op
erator n

ear a
 
U

-2
 b

a
se in

 J
a

p
a

n
. T

h
is ex

cep
tio

n
 to

 K
G

B
 p

o
licy

 w
a

s ex
p

la
in

ed
 b

y
 N

eserik
o

 w
h

o
 sa

id
 th

e 
K

G
B

 v
iew

ed
 O

sw
a
ld

 
a

n
 
a
 lo

o
n

y
. N

o
se

n
k

o
's c

h
itin

 a
b

o
u

t O
sw

a
ld

, in
 th

e
 c

o
n

te
n

t o
f th

e
 W

a
r
r
e
n

 
C

o
m

m
issio

n
 in

v
estig

a
tio

n
 o

f P
ro

ficien
t K

en
n

ed
y

's a
ssa

ssin
a

tio
n

, m
a

d
e it im

p
ern

iv
e th

a
t h

is b
o

n
a

 fid
es 

b
e a

ssessed
 a

s q
u

ick
ly

 a
s p

o
ssib

le. If h
e w

a
s n

o
t g

en
u

in
e, h

e co
u

ld
 b

e retu
rn

ed
 io

 th
e S

o
v
iet U

n
io

n
. In

 
th

is ev
en

t, h
is m

essa
g

e a
b

o
u

t O
sw

a
ld

 w
o

u
ld

 b
e ig

n
o

red
, b

u
t th

e im
p

lica
n

o
n

s o
f S

o
v

iet in
v

o
lv

em
en

t in
 

B
o

th
 Sam

uel H
alpern and H

ayden P
eake are form

er C
IA

 intelligence officers. M
r. 

P
eake is E

xecutive D
irector of the N

ational Intelligence Study C
enter and adjunct 

professor at the D
efense Intelligence C

ollege in W
ashington. 
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fi C
 

forces in play in the N
osenko debriefing as follow

s: 

T
h
o
u
g
h
 th

e F
B

I co
u
n
terin

tellig
en

ce o
fficers accep

ted
 h

is (N
o
sen

k
o
's] 

reliab
ility

, Jam
es A

n
g

leto
n

 n
ev

er b
eliev

ed
 in

 h
im

. T
h

e C
IA

 C
h

ief o
f 

C
ounterintelligence felt sure that N

osenko w
as a plant w

hose p
u

r
p

o
se

 w
a

s to
 

d
iv

e
r
t the m

ounting suspicion in the U
nited S

tales that the U
S

S
R

 m
ay have 

been behind the assassination of P
resident John F

. K
ennedy. A

ngleton had 
N

osenko confined to a sm
all building at a C

IA
 facility in southern V

irginia 
for 1,277 days in Spartan conditions, w

here, according to C
IA

 insiders, he w
as 

interrogated relentlessly and treated in a shabby m
anner. (em

phasis added)2  
•in 

C 	
j-VA1/4‘4 Nt...1 	

if 
A

s a source for the first portion oY
 the quote, w

hich pertains to N
osenko's bona 

fides, Johnson cites his interview
s w

ith Jam
es A

ngleton in 1975. H
e then says that 

a "n
ew

sletter, staffed
 b

y
 retired

 C
IA

 h
an

d
s, fin

d
s A

n
g

leto
n

's [K
G

B
 p

lan
t) 

hypothesis 'm
ore likely' to be true." T

he new
sletter anicle to w

hich Johnson 
refers, and w

hich he cites, is in the F
oreign Intelligence L

iterary Scene (F
IL

S). 3  
T

he "retired C
IA

 hands" include the present authors. T
he subject of the article is a 

1986 B
B

C
-T

V
 m

ovie about the N
osenko case. T

he qualifying w
ords "m

ore 
likely," w

hich Johnson quotes, are extracted from
 the follow

ing sentence: 

T
he story tells of the handling of a K

G
B

 defector w
ho m

ight have been a key 
intelligence source but m

ore likely w
as a plant sent to deflect suspicion that 

the Soviet U
nion m

ight have had som
ething to do w

ith L
ee H

arvey O
sw

ald's 
assassination of President John F. K

ennedy. (em
phasis added) 5  

A
s is evident, the phrase "m

ore likely" w
as not a com

m
ent by F

IL
S on the truth of 

A
ngleton's hypothesis, but rather just a description of the story line. Johnson has 

not led his readers astray, how
ever, because had F

IL
S or the "retired C

IA
 hands" 

been asked w
hether they agreed w

ith A
ngleton that N

osenko w
as probably a plant, 

	

the answ
er w

ould have been "yes." .4o 	
otr.4

..a.rio
n
e,  0

4
0
,4

4
-; 

tiltio 	
4(4

4.,111 

th
e K

en
n

ed
y
 a

ssa
ssin

a
tio

n
 w

o
u

ld
 b

e stren
g
th

en
ed

. If h
e 

w
a
s w

h
a
t h

e cla
im

ed
, th

en
 th

e F
B

I (a
n

d
 th

e 
W

a
rren

 C
o

m
m

issio
n

) w
o

u
ld

 h
a

v
e co

rro
b

o
ra

tio
n

 th
a

t O
sw

a
ld

 h
a

d
 n

o
t a

cted
 a

s a
 K

G
B

 a
g

en
t. In

 th
e en

d
 

n
eith

er resu
lt o

ccu
rred

. In
stea

d
, a

lth
o
u

g
h

 h
e h

eld
 stea

d
fa

stly
 to

 h
is cla

im
s a

b
o
u

t th
e K

G
B

 a
n

d
 O

sw
a
ld

, 	
P
)

1/ V
.4

1
4

1
  

N
o
sen

k
o
 g

a
v
e co

n
flictin

g
 testim

o
n

y
 to

 th
e C

IA
 (a

n
d

 ev
en

tu
a
lly

 to
 C

o
n

g
ress) o

n
 no m

a
n

y
 critica

l p
o

in
ts, 1

F
/40  

.
 

th
a

t th
e C

IA
 a

d
v

ised
 th

e W
a

rren
 C

o
m

m
issio

n
 n

o
t to

 co
n

sid
er h

is sto
ry

, a
n

d
 they

 d
id

 n
o

t. 	
A

iM
A

.L
1 

In
 a

n
 a

ttem
p

t to
 v

erify
 a

ll th
e in

fo
rm

a
tio

n
 N

o
sen

k
o
 p

ro
v
id

ed
, h

is in
terro

g
a
tio

n
 co

n
tin

u
ed

 fo
r sev

era
l 

y
ea

rn
 a

fter th
e W

a
rren

 C
o
m

m
issio

n
 m

a
d

e its rep
o
rt. A

n
d

, a
lth

o
u

g
h

 m
a
n

y
 o

f th
e im

p
o
rta

n
t co

n
tra

d
ictio

n
s 

w
ere n

ev
er reso

lv
ed

 to
 th

e sa
tisfa

ctio
n

 o
f a

ll in
v
o

lv
ed

, N
o

sen
k

o
 w

a
s ev

en
tu

a
lly

 o
fficia

lly
 a

ccep
ted

 a
n

d
 

b
eca

m
e a

n
 A

m
erica

n
 citizen

. F
u

rth
er d

eta
ils m

a
y
 b

e fo
u

n
d

 in
 th

e su
b

seq
u

en
t fo

o
tn

o
tes. 

9lo
h

n
so

n
. L

o
ch

 K
., 1

9
8

9
, A

m
e

ric
a

's
 S

e
c

re
t W

a
r: T

h
e

 C
IA

 in
 a

 D
e

m
o

c
ra

tic
 S

o
c

ie
ty

, O
x
fo

rd
 U

n
iv

ersity
 

F
R

S
!, N

ew
 Y

o
rk

, p
. 3

4
. 

'F
IL

S
 (F

o
re

ig
n

 In
te

llig
e
n

c
e
 L

ite
ra

ry
 S

c
e
n

e
), N

o
v
em

b
er-D

ecem
b

er 1
9
8
6
, p

p
. 1

0
-1

1
. T

h
e sn

id
e, "

Y
u

ri 
H

o
sea

°. K
G

B
"

 is u
n

sig
n

ed
. 

4- Y
u

ri N
o
ten

k
o
, K

G
B

."
 first sh

o
w

n
 in

 th
e U

n
ited

 S
ta

tes b
y
 H

B
O

 o
n

 7
 S

ep
t. 1

.9
8
6
. 

o
p

. cit., p
. 

IN
T

E
R

N
A

T
IO

N
A

L
 JO

U
R

N
A

L
 O

F
 

B
u
t, h

ad
 Jo

h
n
so

n
 ask

ed
 th

e "retired
 C

IA
 h

an
d
s" ab

o
u
t th

e p
o
rtio

n
 o

f h
is 

com
m

ent (in italics in the first quote above) alleging A
ngleton's responsibility for 

h
av

in
g
 N

o
sen

k
o
 co

n
fin

ed
 an

d
 in

terro
g
ated

, th
e resp

o
n
se w

o
u
ld

 h
av

e b
een

, 
"w

rong, P
rofessor Johnson, on both counts," notw

ithstanding the "C
IA

 insiders" 
to w

hom
 he refers. T

he question is, then, w
hat is the evidence to support these 

contrary positions, and w
ho is right'? 

S
U

P
P

O
R

T
 F

O
R

 J
O

H
N

S
O

N
'S

 V
IE

W
 

L
och Johnson does not stand alone w

ith his charge that A
ngleton w

as responsible 
for N

osenko's incarceration. In his 1988 book, T
h
e S

p
y W

h
o
 G

o
t A

w
a
y: T

h
e 

Inside Story of E
dw

ard L
ee H

ow
ard, journalist D

avid W
ise w

rote that A
ngleton 

"held one S
oviet defector, Y

uri N
osenko, locked up in solitary confinem

ent, and 
frequently drugged, for three and half years."6  D

eferring com
m

ent for the m
om

ent 
on drugging N

osenko, it is w
orth noting that W

ise gives no hint of the source of 
his charges; how

ever, the confinem
ent part m

ay have com
e from

 N
ew

sw
eek 

m
agazine. 
In

 its 1
8
 N

o
v
em

b
er 1

9
8

5
 issu

e, N
ew

sw
eek w

ro
te in

 an
 u

n
sig

n
ed

 in
sert: 

"C
o

n
v

in
ced

 th
at N

o
sen

k
o

 w
as a S

o
v

iet p
lan

t sen
t to

 d
eb

u
n

k
 G

o
litsin

 [sic], 
A

ngleton kept him
 in solitary confinem

ent for m
ore than three years." (em

phasis 
adde d)7  

E
arlier, the R

euters new
s agency put out another version of the story w

hich w
as 

carried In the B
altim

ore Sun: "M
r. A

ngleton ordered M
r. N

osenko to be locked up 
in a sm

all cell w
ithout a toothbrush or sufficient food for 3 and 112 years."8  

T
w

o less specific versions of the charge w
ere m

ade the sam
e year. T

he first w
as 

by E
rnest V

olkm
an in his 1985 book, W

arriors O
f T

he N
ight, w

here he noted that 
in his handling of the G

olitsyn case, "A
ngleton m

ade several errors of judgm
ent. 

O
n

e w
as th

e m
istreatm

en
t o

f N
o

sen
k

o
...."9  T

h
e seco

n
d
 co

m
es fro

m
 P

h
illip

 
K

nightley in his delicately titled 1986 book, Second O
ldest P

rofession: T
he Spy 

A
s B

ureaucrat. P
atriot, F

antasist and W
hore. W

riting of "A
ngleton and other 

G
olitsyn supporters," K

nightley says: 

a C
IA

 faction set out to show
 that G

olitsyn w
as a genuine defector by trying 

to force N
osenko to confess. H

e w
as confined for three and a half years, 

'W
ise, D

a
v
id

, 1
9
8
8
. T

h
e S

p
y W

h
o

 G
o

t A
w

ay: T
h

e In
sid

e S
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ry o
f E

d
w
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 L

ee H
o

w
ard

, T
h

e C
IA

 A
g

en
t W

h
o
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 H
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o

u
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try's S
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rE
C

I an
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 E
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ed
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 M
o
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w

, R
a
n

d
o
m

 H
o
u

se, N
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rk

, p
. 1

6
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u
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o
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a
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n
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eek, 1
8
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o
v
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b
er 1

9
8
5
, p

. 4
2
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o
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a
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h
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g
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som
etim

es in conditions as bad as those in any S
oviet gulag....N

osenko w
as 

subjected to hostile im
enogation.... 10  M
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n
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n

d
 se

t o
u

t to
 fo
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 h

im
 to

 co
n

fe
ss." W

h
e

n
 N

o
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n
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 p
ro
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d
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u

g
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n
d

 w
o

u
ld

 n
o

t g
ive
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 to
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o
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a

l in
te

rro
g

a
tio

n
: 

A
ngleton's counterintelligence team

 set out to break the m
an psyC

hologically. 
A

 sm
a

ll p
riso

n
 w

a
s b

u
ilt, e

xp
re

ssly fo
r h

im
, o

n
 a

 se
cre

t b
a
se

 n
e
a
r 

W
ashington. H

e w
as kept there in solitary confinem

ent for three and a half 
years. O

stensibly this w
as to isolate him

 so that the interrogation w
ould be 

m
ore effective. In fact, on only 292 of his 1277 days in that prison w

as he 
questioned at all....D

uring the entire period he w
as adm

inistered one or m
ore 

of four drugs on seventeen occasions. 17  
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doubt N
osenko's bona fides, E

pstein states: 

B
e
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u
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ll th

is d
a
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a
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e

 th
a
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o
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u
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h
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S
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R

D
), C
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m
ended that preparations should 

be m
ade to im

prison him
 to prevent him

 from
 redefecting....A
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e point, 

N
o
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 b
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anted to keep playing N
osenko and his 

K
G

B
 co
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ngleton, the C
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e
r co
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ce

 ch
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f, 

w
as responsible for the incarceration of another K

G
B

 defector, Y
uri N

osenko. 
S

pecifically, it asserts that "A
ngleton kept him

 in solitary confinem
ent for 

m
ore than three years." A

lthough this charge has been m
ade by no less an 

authority than form
er C

IA
 D

irector S
tansfield T

urner, it is com
pletely untrue. 
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ngleton did not order the arrest, incarceration, or hostile interrogation of 
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im
prison N

osenko w
ithout consulting A

ngleton. M
urphy's m

ain concern w
as 

that N
osenko, if not physically restrained, w

ould stage a redefection back to 

the Soviet U
nion as part of "a m

assive propaganda assault on the C
IA

.' H
e 

pointed out the uses the K
G

B
 m

ight m
ake of a "redefected C

IA
 agent" in his 

original m
em

orandum
 requesting authority to put N

osenko in escapeproof 

quarters.17  

A
lth

o
u
g
h
 E

p
stein

 d
id

 n
o
t p

ro
v
id

e chapter and verse citations from
 the 

congressional testim
ony to w

hich he referred, N
ew

sw
eek apparently did its ow

n 

checking. In any case, the editor's reply to E
pstein w

as printed just under his letter 

and reads as follow
s: "N

ew
sw

eek regrets the error," H
ad N

ew
sw

eek been able to 

find a single authoritative source to contradict E
pstein, it is unlikely that either the 

letter or the adm
ission of error w

ould have ever been printed. 

O
ther authors, w

riting before E
pstein, had m

ade sim
ilar though less detailed 

com
m

ents. G
ordon B

rook-Shepherd, in his recent book, The Storm
 B

irds: Soviet 

P
ost-W

ar D
efectors, provided a footnote to his discussion of N

osenko that states: 

It needs recording that som
e of A

ngleton's colleagues have m
aintained that he 

had absolutely no part in the decision, m
ade later in 1964. to intensify the 

'hostile interrogation' and transfer N
osenko to a specially constructed 'bank 

vault' for this purpose.ts 

Just a year earlier, R
obin W

inks, in his C
loak and G

ow
n: Scholars in the Secret 

W
ar, 1939-1961, took an even stronger position. "A

ngleton," W
inks w

rites, "w
as 

not responsible for N
osenko's incarceration and hostile interrogation, and he 

learned of it only after it had begun." T
hen, in a som

ew
hat startling com

m
ent, 

W
inks adds, "B

oth A
ngleton and R

occa are said to have protested that hostile 

techniques should not be used in peacetim
e in the U

nited S
tates." L

ater W
inks 

notes that D
avid M

urphy "m
ade the decision to handle N

osenko first through 

hostile interrogation and then through the O
ffice of Security...." U

nfortunately, 

W
inks does not supply a source for these statem

ents.° 
Still other authors have provided pieces of the puzzle regarding N

osenko's 

confinem
ent and interrogation. D

avid M
artin, in his book W

ilderness of M
irrors, 

noted that H
elm

s, D
avid M

urphy, and C
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rk

, p
. 2

3
2
. 

"
W

in
k

s, o
p

. cit., p
p

. 4
1
7
, 4

2
0
. W

in
k

s is in
co

rrect a
b

o
u

t M
u

rp
h

y
 m

a
k

in
g
 th

e d
ecisio

n
 to

 h
a
n

d
le N

o
sen

k
o
 

th
ro

u
g
h

 th
e O

ffice o
f S

ecu
rity

. T
h

is d
ecisio

n
 w

a
s m

a
d

e b
y
 D

C
I R

ich
a
rd

 H
elm

s. S
ee th

e testim
o
n

y
 o

f 

R
ich

a
rd

 H
elm

s in
 H

ea
rin

g
s o

f th
e H

o
u

se S
elect C

o
m

m
ittee O

n
 A

ssa
ssin

a
tio

n
s (H

S
C

A
). S

ep
tem

b
er 1

9
7
8
, 

V
O

L
 IV

, p
.2

8
. T

h
e co

m
m

en
t =

g
ird

in
g
 M

u
rp

h
y
 a

n
d

 h
o
stile u

n
erro

g
a
tio

n
 is d

ea
lt w

ith
 b

elo
w

. 
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of N
osenko. M

artin m
akes no m

ention of a role for A
ngleton in the decision," 

T
hom

as Pow
ers notes, in his The M

an W
ho K

ept T
he Secrets, that N

osenko w
as 

still the subject of dispute in the agency, even after being "held in virtual solitary 

confinem
ent for years w

hile counterintelligence interrogators from
 the Soviet 

R
ussia D

ivision and the O
ffice of Security pored over every detail of his account of 

him
self." (em

phasis added)2I O
n the point of responsibility, H

enry H
urt w

rote in 

his book, SH
A

D
R

IN
 : T

he Spy W
ho N

ever C
am

e B
ack, that "D

avid M
urphy, 

C
hief of the Soviet D

ivision. w
hich had custody of N

osenko during the period in 
j...."22  N

one of 
question [N

osenico's incarceration 	
these authors provided specific 

sources for their statem
ents. 

A
 final com

m
ent, here, notes a significant om

ission during a discussion of the 

N
osenko case by L

eonard V
. M

cC
oy, form

er D
eputy C

hief/C
I staff (after 

A
ngleton left). W

riting in the C
IR

A
 N

ew
sletter,23  M

cC
oy leaves absolutely no 

doubt that he is convinced of N
osenko's bona fides. H

e then takes vigorous and 

lengthy exception w
ith those w

ho do not share the "official" agency point of view
; 

especially A
ngleton, the only one identified by true nam

e, and N
osenko's case 

• 
officer, w

hom
 he calls "S

teve D
aly."24  S

ays M
cC

oy, jG
olitsyn'sj "outlandish 

▪
 

theories and fanatic beliefs" w
ere the problem

, not N
osenko, "the m

ost valuable 

defector from
 the K

G
B

...w
hose hum

an rights w
ere blatantly violated by the C

IA
." 

W
here M

cC
oy sees errors, he points them

 out along w
ith the offender and then 

gives his version of w
hat w

as w
rong. H

ad M
cC

oy thought or know
n that 

A
ngleton had been the one behind the incarceration and hostile interrogation, or 

had any connection w
ith it, he w

ould, it seem
s probable. have m

ade the point loud 

and clear. Indeed, in the only allusion he m
akes to the subject of specific 

responsibility, M
cC

oy w
rites of "the team

 w
orking under 'D

aley's' dogm
atic 

direction to prepare the case against N
osenko."25  
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F
orced to m

ake a judgm
ent on the basis of the argum

ents presented so far, the 

"A
ngleton is responsible" position m

ight w
ell get the nod, depending on how
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 K

a
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b
a

ch
 w

a
s d

o
cu

m
en

ted
 in

 a
 m
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o

ra
n

d
u

m
 fo

r 

reco
rd

 b
y
 C

IA
 G

en
era

l C
o
u

n
sel L

a
w

ren
ce H

o
u
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n
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 co

p
y
 o

f w
h

ich
 is rep

ro
d

u
ced
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S
C

A
, H

ea
n

n
g
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V
o

l. IV
, p

. 2
6
. T

h
is m

em
o
 n

o
tes th

a
t th

ey
 w

ere in
fo

rm
ed

 th
a
t th

e a
g
en

cy
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co
u

ld
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k
e a

n
y
 a

ctio
n

 

n
ecessa

ry
 to

 ca
rry

 o
u

t th
e term

s o
f th

e p
a
ro

le."
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a
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9
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h
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a
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h
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e
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h

e
 S

e
c
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h

a
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 N
e
lm

s
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n
d

 th
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IA
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n

o
p

f. 

N
ew

 Y
o
rk

, p
. 3

4
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a
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n
v
ersa

tio
n

 w
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u
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o
r N

ik
e o

n
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u

g
u

st 1
9
8
9
, P

o
w

ers sa
id

 th
a
t A

n
g
leto

n
's 

n
a
m

e n
ev

er ca
m

e u
p
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n
n

ectio
n

 w
ith

 th
e d

ecisio
n

 to
 in

ca
rcera

te a
n

d
 su

b
m

it N
o

sen
k

o
 to

 h
o

stile 

in
te

r
r
o
g
a
tio

n
. ' 

"
H

u
n

, H
en

ry, 19111.311A
D

R
IN

.-  T
h

e S
p

y W
h

o
 N

ew
er C

o
m

e R
ack, R

ea
d

er's D
ig

est P
ress, N

ew
 Y

o
rk

, p
. 2

7
8
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a
A

 q
u

a
rterly

 p
u

b
b

ea
lio

n
 o

f th
e C

en
tra

l In
tellig

en
ce R

etirees A
sso

cia
tio

n
 (C

IR
A

). 
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M

cC
o
y
 id

en
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o
sen

k
o

's ca
se o

fficer a
s "

S
tev

e D
a

ly
"

 b
eca

u
se th

is is th
e p

seu
d

o
n

y
m

 u
sed

 in
 th

e T
V

 

m
o
v
ie cited

 in
 ref. 4

. T
h

e referen
ce is to

 th
e sa

m
e p

erso
n

 referred
 to

 h
erein

 a
s 'P

eter B
a
g
ley

"
 (see ref. 1

4
). 
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M
u
rp

h
y w

a
s a

ske
d
 b

y th
e
 C

o
m

m
itte

e
 co

u
n
se

l, "W
h
a
t d

ivisio
n
 o

r u
n
it o

f th
e
 

C
e
n
tra

l In
te

llig
e
n
ce

 A
g
e
n
cy h

a
d
 p

rim
a
ry re

sp
o
n
sib

ility fo
r N

o
se

n
ko

?
" H

e
 

a
n
sw

e
re

d
, T

h
e
 S

o
vie

t R
u
ssia

 D
ivisio

n
." A

fte
r a

 fe
w

 q
u
e
stio

n
s a

b
o
u
t d

a
te

s, 

co
u
n
se

l re
tu

rn
e
d
 to

 th
e
 re

sp
o
n
sib

ility issu
e
 a

n
d
 h

a
d
 a

n
o
th

e
r e

xch
a
n
g
e
 w

ith
 

M
u
rp

h
y: 

C
ounsel: A

s C
hief of the S

oviet R
ussia D

ivision, did you have prim
ary 

responsibility for w
hat happened to N

osenko? A
nd w

hen I say happened. 

w
here he w

as kept, w
hat he w

as asked? 

M
urphy answ

ered: I w
as responsible for the case. 

C
ounsel responded: "O

K
." 

M
urphy then added: A

lthough the case w
as handled by one of the groups 

w
ithin the division. 

C
ounsel: B

ut they report to you? 

M
u
rp

h
y: Y

e
s.36  

M
u
rp

h
y w

e
n
t o

n
 to

 te
stify th

a
t th

e
 d

e
cisio

n
 a

s to
 w

h
o
 w

o
u
ld

 q
u
e
stio

n
 N

o
se

n
ko

 

w
as also m

ade in his division, and that no "truth drugs" w
ere given to him

. H
elm

s 

later stated that the question of sodium
 pentothal did com

e up. but he said "no" to 

its use.37  
E

a
rly in

 h
is te

stim
o
n
y, H

e
lm

s w
a
s a

ske
d
 b

y H
S

C
A

 C
h
a
irm

a
n
 L

o
u
is S

to
ke

s, 

(D
., O

h
io

) "w
h
a
t u

n
it w

ith
in

 th
e
 C

IA
 h

a
d
 th

e
 p

rim
a
ry re

sp
o
n
sib

ility fo
r h

a
n
d
lin

g
 

M
r. N

o
se

n
ko

 in
 1

9
6
4
?
" H

e
 re

p
lie

d
 th

a
t "th

e
 O

ffice
 o

f S
e
cu

rity w
a
s g

ive
n
 

responsibility for his housekeeping, his care, his feeding, his guarding, and that 

th
e
 S

o
vie

t B
lo

c d
ivisio

n
 h

a
d
 th

e
 re

sp
o
n
sib

ility fo
r h

is in
te

rro
g
a
tio

n
." M

r. H
e
lm

s 

a
d
d
e
d
 th

a
t S

B
 d

ivisio
n
 h

a
d
 o

p
e
ra

tio
n
a
l (in

ca
rce

ra
tio

n
 a

n
d
 in

te
rro

g
a
tio

n
) 

responsibility until 1967 w
hen it w

as transferred to the O
ffice of S

ecurity. 38  

T
hen C

hairm
an S

tokes asked: "W
hose decision w

as it, M
r. H

elm
s, to place him

 

in solitary confinem
ent?" H

elm
s replied: 

I think it w
as a decision arrived at by those involved in the case —

 w
ell it 

w
as a kind of a decision jointly arrived at, 1 am

 sure, on the recom
m

endations 

of the individuals w
ho w

ere going to do the interragating....This is probably 

not the kind of a decision an individual m
akes all by him

self....[ assum
e it 

w
ent to the D

irector for his approval....1 w
as a party to the decision, 1 am

 

sure of that....lt w
ould not have been m

y final decision to m
ake.39  
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T
he R

ockefeller C
om

m
ission R

eport of 1975 had com
m

ented on this point stating 

th
a
t N

o
s
e
n
k
o
's

 c
o
n
fin

e
m

e
n
t "w

a
s
 a

p
p
ro

v
e
d
 b

y
 th

e
 D

ire
c
to

r o
f C

e
n
tra

l 

In
te

llig
e
n
ce

."40 	
w

ent 
C

le
a
rly, if it w

e
 to

 th
e
 D

ire
cto

r, it w
a
s n

o
t m

a
d
e
 b

y Ja
m

e
s 

A
n gleton. 
T

he C
ongressional testim

ony on responsibility for the N
osenko case is also 

supported by the docum
entary evidence. A

 17 F
ebruary 1964 m

em
orandum

 from
 

the C
hief, S

R
 D

ivision, to then D
D

P
 H

elm
s, sum

m
arizes alternative courses of 

action for handling N
osenko in light of the doubts about him

. R
ecom

m
ended to 

H
e
lm

s w
a
s a

n
 in

itia
l d

e
b
rie

fin
g
 p

e
rio

d
 in

 a
n
 a

tm
o
sp

h
e
re

 o
f tru

st, "ra
th

e
r th

a
n
 

m
oving into an im

m
ediate show

dow
n and hostile interrogation." H

elm
s approved 

this recom
m

endation the sam
e day (subject to an oral m

odification), giving S
R

 

D
ivisio

n
 th

e
 authority to proceed. E

xcept for the notation that a copy of the m
em

o 

w
as sent to the C

hief/C
I. A

ngleton w
as not m

entioned.'" 

It is true that the C
l S

taff eventually assum
ed a m

ore direct role in the N
osenko 

case, but not until O
ctober 1967 w

hen the hostile interrogation w
as stopped and the 

O
ffice of S

ecurity assum
ed case responsibility from

 the S
B

 D
ivision. T

he C
l S

taff 

ro
le

 in
vo

lve
d
 su

b
m

ittin
g
 "q

u
e
stio

n
s to

 b
e
 u

se
d
 fo

r co
n
tin

u
e
d
 e

licita
tio

n
 fro

m
 

N
osenk. o" during questioning by the O

ffice of S
ecurity.42  
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T
h
e
 te

stim
o
n
y a

n
d
 d

o
cu

m
e
n
ta

tio
n
 m

e
n
tio

n
e
d
 a

b
o
ve

 in
d
ica

te
s: (I) th

a
t th

e
 

re
sp

o
n
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e
 N

o
se

n
ko

 ca
se

 fe
ll to

 S
B

 d
ivisio

n
, n

o
t th

e
 C

I S
ta

ff a
n
d
 

A
ngleton. and (2) that the recom

m
endation co

n
ce

rn
in

g
 his incarceration and hostile 

in
te

rro
g
a
tio

n
 w

a
s m

a
d
e
 b

y o
ffice

rs o
th

e
r th

a
n
 A

n
g
le

to
n
. B

u
t th

e
re

 m
a
y still b

e
 

som
e w

ho w
ill argue that A

ngleton exercised a sinister, all-pow
erful, behind the 

scenes role in the dram
a, to achieve these ends. A

nd, since no one in the hearings 

e
ve

n
 a

ske
d
, th

e
re

 is n
o
 d

ire
ct co

n
g
re

ssio
n
a
l te

stim
o
n
y o

n
 w

h
e
th

e
r it w

a
s 

°
R

e
p

o
rt to

 th
e
 P

re
s
id

e
n

t b
y
 s

h
e
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o
m

m
is

s
io

n
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n
 C

IA
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c
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o
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n
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9
7
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h
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o
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a
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e lo
n

g
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eca
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se o
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u

b
ts a

b
o
u
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een
 fid

es o
f th

e d
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r IN
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sen
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e tim
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e d
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n

 w
a
s m

a
d
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w
a
s a

n
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ted

 th
e in

terro
g
a
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n
 w

o
u

ld
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k
e h

o
rn

 tw
o
 w
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o
 m

o
n

th
s a

t m
o
st. F

m
 m

o
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C
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o
l. X

 n, p
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9
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e
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here are, how

ever, com
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ents available from
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ritten accounts on 
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orked for A
ngleton; R
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. R
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ent and hostile interrogation of Y
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occa w
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plem
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 Y

ork, w
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 m
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be interrogated on the basis of their ow
n inform

ation and not confronted 

hostilely. H
e said he did not expect the hostile interrogation to w
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pli situation I w
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N
osenko's interrogations. For these reasons at least, the N

osenko case in general, 
and his bona fides in particular, rem

ain controversial 47  
B

ut, concerning the responsibility for N
osenko's incarceration and hostile 

interrogation, the congressional testim
ony, N

ew
sw

eek's adm
ission of error, and 

the firsthand accounts of R
occa and M

iler, support the conclusion that neither 
Jam

es A
ngleton nor his C

I Staff w
ere responsible. 

T
he rem

aining unansw
ered question is the obvious contradiction betw

een this 
conclusion and A

dm
iral T

urner's version of the events; both cannot be correct. 
Perhaps T

urner had inform
ation that has never been revealed publicly. B

ut if this 
be the case, the public testim

ony of m
any w

itnesses w
ould then be incorrect 

because the specific question of responsibility for the operation did arise, w
as 

answ
ered, and excluded A

ngleton. T
he alternative is that A

dm
iral T

urner got it 
w

rong, and the facts indicate that is w
hat happened. 
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W
hile num

erous changes have occurred in official secrecy and F
reedom

 of 
Inform

ation in B
ritain during the last few

 years, structural and cultural factors 
cause continuing difficulties for the B

ritish Freedom
 of inform

ation m
ovem

ent. 
T

raditionally. governm
ent authority descended from

 the C
row

n rather than 
rising from

 the people in a revolution; that authority w
as reinforced by deference to 

the national security establishm
ent during W

orld W
ar 11. G

enerations of young 
people up to and including that of the early 1960s w

ere brought up w
ith parental 

stories of being bom
bed nightly w

hile doing hom
ew

ork under the stairs. "C
areless 

talk costs lives" w
as the slogan for keeping things "hush hush." B

ritain cam
e very 

close to being invaded by the N
azis; sim

ulations and w
ar gam

es after the event 
have confirm

ed that southern E
ngland w

ould have been lost, and the fight for 
survival continued by underground guerrilla forces. W

hile the R
oyal A

ir Force 
(R

A
F

) w
as principally responsible for stopping G

erm
an invasion plans, 

counterintelligence subsequently played a m
ajor role in turning around the w

ar by 
cracking the G

erm
an and Japanese ciphers. K

now
ledge of that effort had to be 

guarded (som
e have w

ritten) even at the expense of perm
itting the bom

bing attack 
on C

oventry, w
hich cost 40,000 lives.' S

ince 1974, the governm
ent has 

authorized publication of these codebreaking successes to offset scandals occurring 
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