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Stephen S. R
osenfeld  

A
n E

x-M
oscow

 C
orrespondent's C

IA
 F

ootnote 
P

erm
it a form

er M
oscow

 C
orrespond-

ent to add a footnote to one short para-
g
rap

h
 in

 th
e 6

5
1
-p

ag
e fin

al rep
o
rt o

f 
th

e S
en

ate in
tellig

en
ce co

m
m

ittee—
' 

the paragraph recounting the particu-
lar covert operation of the C

IA
 that got 

m
e kicked out of M

oscow
. 

"A
nother C

IA
 book, T

he P
enkovskiy 

P
ap

ers, w
as p

u
b
lish

ed
 in

 th
e U

n
ited

 
S

tates 'for operational reasons,' but ac-
tually becam

e' com
m

ercially viable," 
the S

enate report says. "T
he book w

as 
p
re

p
a
re

d
 a

n
d
 w

ritte
n
 b

y
 w

ittin
g
 

A
gency assets w

ho drew
 on actual case 

m
aterials. P

u
b
licatio

n
 rig

h
ts to

 th
e 

m
an

u
scrip

t w
ere so

ld
 to

 a p
u

b
lish

er 
th

ro
u

g
h

 a tru
st fu

n
d

 estab
lish

ed
 fo

r 
th

e p
u
rp

o
se. T

h
e p

u
b
lish

er w
as u

n
a-

w
are of any U

.S
. G

overnm
ent interest." 

O
leg P

enkovsky (the com
m

on spell-
ing), you m

ay recall, w
as a R

ussian offi-
cer w

h
o
 sp

ied
 fo

r th
e W

est 1
5

 y
ears , 

ag
o
. H

e w
as cau

g
h
t an

d
 k

illed
. H

is 
"p

ap
ers" w

ere p
u
b
lish

ed
 h

ere in
 late 

1965. T
he P

ost and 29 other papers seri-
alized excerpts. T

he R
ussians, failing to 

get T
he P

ost to halt publication, retal-
iated by closing its M

oscow
 bureau for 

tw
o years. 
T

h
ere are sev

eral lay
ers o

f sh
ab

b
i-

ness and deceit that need to be pulled 
off the P

enkovsky book now
 that it has 

b
een

 o
fficially

 ack
n

o
w

led
g

ed
 as th

e 
propaganda action it w

as. 
F

irst, it w
as p

recisely
 th

e "co
arse 

fraud, a m
ixture of provocative inven-

tion and anti-S
oviet slander" that S

o- 

viet authorities—
true, the pot calling 

the kettle black--claim
ed it w

as at the 
tim

e. T
his does not m

ean it did not in-
clude som

e of P
enkovsky's ow

n w
ords 

and thoughts, as w
ell as m

aterial pro-
vided by the C

IA
 "assets." T

his m
uch 

w
as granted by the various w

riters w
ho 

ch
allen

g
ed

 its o
v

erall au
th

en
ticity

. 
T

hese included first V
ictor Z

orza, w
ork-

in
g

 fro
m

 in
tern

al ev
id

en
ce, w

h
o

 w
as 

calum
niated by the C

IA
 for his pains, 

an
d
 tw

o
 y

ears later D
av

id
 W

ise an
d
 

T
hom

as R
oss, w

orking from
 external 

sources. 
T

he point rem
ains that the book w

as 
a C

IA
 frau

d
 p

u
b

lish
ed

 fo
r w

h
at th

e 
S

en
ate rep

o
rt term

s "o
p

eratio
n

al rea-
so

n
s"—

p
resu

m
ab

ly
 to

 em
b

arrass th
e 

R
ussians in som

e w
ay. T

his the book 
d
id

 d
o
, to

 ju
d
g
e
 b

y
 th

e
 R

u
ssia

n
s' 

scream
s at th

e tim
e. W

as th
ere so

m
e 

larg
er p

o
in

t in
 m

ak
in

g
 th

e R
u
ssian

s 
scream

? I w
onder it the C

IA
 took the 

scream
s as proof that the operation w

as 
a success. P

erhaps som
eone w

ho know
s 

w
ill tell. 
It w

ould also be interesting to know
, 

in
 v

iew
 o

f "ed
ito

r" F
ran

k
 G

ib
n
ey

's 
pledge in the book that "the bulk of the 
proceeds" w

ould go to a fund "to fur• 
th

er th
e cau

se o
f g

en
u

in
e p

eace an
d

 
friendship betw

een the A
m

erican and 
R

ussian peoples," just how
 the profits 

w
ere spent. (I took these various quer-

ies to both the S
enate and the C

IA
 and 

got now
here.) 

. S
econdly, the real victim

s of this op- 

eration w
ere A

m
erican citizens. T

heir 
governm

ent gave them
 to believe that 

a fraud w
as a reality: the fraud of the 

b
o

o
k

 an
d

 th
e frau

d
 o

f th
e p

articu
lar 

picture of the S
oviet U

nion draw
n in 

the book—
a picture describing S

oviet 
leaders and intentions in term

s (high 
livers, nuclear first-strikers) likely to 
so

b
er an

y
 A

m
erican

 w
h
o
 th

o
u
g
h
t It 

m
ight be w

orth trying to get along a bit 
better w

ith the K
rem

lin. 
U

navoidably this raises the question 
of w

hether am
ong those "operational 

reasons" w
as som

ebody's conscious de-
sire to

 d
eflect th

e A
m

erican
 p

u
b
lic 

fro
m

 d
e
te

n
te

. T
h

is p
ro

je
c
t w

a
s 

p
lan

n
ed

, after all, in
 th

e y
ears sh

ad
-

o
w

ed
 b

y
 K

en
n

ed
y

's p
re-V

ietn
am

, 
A

m
erican U

niversity overture (O
ctober 

1963) for im
proved S

oviet-A
m

erican re-
latio

n
s. W

ere th
ere so

m
e -u

n
reco

n
-

stru
cted

 b
u
reau

crats w
h
o
 d

id
n
't g

o
 

along? T
rue or not, this is is the sort of 

corrosive suspicion invited by continu-
in

g
 C

IA
 m

an
ip

u
latio

n
 o

f o
u

r in
stitu

-
tions at hom

e. 
V

icto
r Z

o
rza su

g
g
ested

 at th
e tim

e 
that intelligence agencies in dem

ocra-
cies "suffer from

 the grave disadvan-
tage that in attem

pting to dam
age the 

adversary they m
ust also deceive their 

ow
n public." Q

uite so. B
ut w

as that de-
ception a byproduct or part of the in-
tent? 

L
et u

s assu
m

e th
e b

o
o
k
 w

as o
n
ly

 
m

eant to sm
ear the R

ussians, or to spite 
the S

oviet "disinform
ation" branch, or  

w
hatever. P

ublication had yet another 
u
n
fo

reseen
 d

o
m

estic co
n
seq

u
en

ce. It 
d

ep
riv

ed
 A

m
erican

 read
ers o

f th
e re-

ports that this new
spaper w

as contrib-
u
tin

g
 to

 th
e relativ

ely
 th

in
 stream

 o
f 

A
m

erican-produced new
s com

ing out 
of M

oscow
. 

I hope no one w
ill think it unbecom

-
ing of m

e to point out that the book put 
into the hands of the A

m
erican public 

w
h

at P
ro

f. S
am

u
el S

h
arp

 co
rrectly

 
term

ed "drivel," and took out the w
ork 

p
ro

d
u
ct o

f an
 earn

est co
rresp

o
n
d
en

t. 
F

or professional as w
ell as personal rea-

sons, I trust no one w
ill feel it w

as a fair 
exchange. In any event the public w

as 
not offered a choice. 

B
ut finally you m

ay say, w
hy did T

he 
W

ashington P
ost publish the book ex-

cerpts? H
ow

 did w
e let ourselves be de-

ceived? T
he P

ost m
ade a good faith ef-

fort—
before, during and after publica-

tion—
to see if there w

as a U
.S

. govern-
m

ent hand in the book. It approached 
th

e C
IA

. B
u
t n

o
 reaso

n
 w

as fo
u
n
d
 to

 
o

v
erru

le th
e n

ew
s ju

d
g

m
en

t th
at th

e 
book w

as a hot item
. S

o the paper w
ent 

ahead. 
Y

ou can conclude that new
spapers in 

th
e 1

9
6

0
s w

ere n
aiv

e, in
ad

eq
u

ately
 

alert to the need to challenge the uses 
o
f secret p

o
w

er. O
u
r p

lea m
u
st b

e: 
guilty as charged. O

nly a few
 of us jour-

nalists are im
m

une to the tem
ptations 

and vulnerabilities of the larger socie-
ty. B

ut w
hich of us?! 


