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5" 'WASHINGTON, May 24—The wife of

2 Soviet defector has asked President
2~ Carter and the Senate Intelligence Com-
“mittee to investigats disclosures that

wohave led her to suspect that her hus-

. band’s life may have been needlessly sac-
rificed by the Central Intelligence Agency.
in a counterintelligence operaton. . - .

~In letters prepared by her:lawyer and’

_ sent to Senator Birch Bayh, the Indiana

s»Pemocrat who heads. the intelligence

‘"ommittee, and President .Carter, Eva.’

" Shadrin, the defector’s wife, said that in -

“the two and a half years.since her hus-
“hand disappeared in Vienna shé had re-
ceived information that contradicted offi-.

‘cial versions of the case given her b
the CLA, the Federa] Bureau of Invesil-

_zation and the White House.. . . ... -
Mrs. Shadrin says that she has recently>
received information that indicates: the’
C.LA. may have used her husband to help

solidify

the fact it strongly suspected the Russian
was an agent provocateur. - v
If this is true, she said in an interview,
this would have been a needless and cyni~
cal use of her husband's life. Mrs. Sha-:
drin, who has been t.rying.to find out:
‘what happened to her husband. since his
disappearance, told officials of both the
ClA. and F.B.L about the information
thrqugh her lawyer in April. She was
- atvised that the two. agencies had told
her all they could under national security
regulatios and that. they did not koo
what had happened to Mr. Shadrin.. - -
*4n her letter to Mr. Carter, she renewed
her appeal for an aundience and .entreated §
him to help her find her husband or the
truth about his fatecisase, W . O
The request for-antim gation has:
brought renewed-sttention -here to, the
murky world of defectors and double
agents. . T
Nicholas ‘G. Shadrin‘is the American
name of Nikolai F. Artamanov, command-
of a Soviet Navy destroyer who defect- |
ed.to the United States.dn 1959. Mr. .Sha-
drin disa) in: Vierna on Dec. 20,
1975, ostensibly while-on the way to
ryeet with Soviet intelligence agents.
»  Contradictions-Are Noted o~
Mrs. Shadrin, who accompanied her
husband on the Vienna trip, said she was.
toid later by the FBIL, the CLA. and
the White House that at the time of hisi
disappearance her husband was serving
as a “double agent® for the F.BI .andi
the CLA. : 4
She said that the agencies had told!
her that he had become a double agent:
in 1966 after he reported that membersi
of the K.G.B., the Soviet inteiligence serv-l
ice. had tried to recruit him while he
was living here and working as consult-!
ant for the Defense Intelligence Agency.
But Mrs. Shadrin and her lawyer, Rich-
ard D. Copaken, said that new informa-
ticn, in press reports and from sources
they had interviewed, sharply contradict+
ed this version. . ;
Mrs. Shadrin said that she believed that
her husband might have been sacrificed
to aid the C.LA. in its: dealings with a

s the position of a Soviet agent '
in the Soviet inteiligence service despite

United Press imenational’
Eva Shadrin /;

Soviet official named Igor, who first ap-
proached the agency by calling the home
of its director in May 1966 and offering .

his services to penetrate the K.G.B. He’

held out the promise that he could be

the C.LA’s man in the higher echelons:

of the Soviet intelligence service.
Part of the story of Igor was ppbhshed
two. weeks ago in Time magazine and
‘independently _confirmed by The
York Times. * R :

New'

'

ccording to- former intelligence offi=

“éers, one of the tidbits Igar offered to

get the relationship under way was the

for~the: C.LA, code-named Sasha was in
icti 2 K.GB. plant. By this time Sasha

t
meharge that.a longtime Soviet operative\

Ilml been: brought: back from foreign as-
signment and was living in Virginia under
the name Alexander Oclow. - - 8

Igor
prove his value to his superiors and to

obtain a permanent assignment at thej

Soviet Embassy here, he needed to recruit
Mr. Shadrin as a double agent. . = - '™

Mrs. Shadrin and her lawyer said they
believed that this was the real reason
that in June 1966 Adm. Rufus W. Taylor,

told his C.LA. contacts ‘that tof

i

d

then Deputy Director. of Central ‘Intelli-
gence, urged Mr.- Shadrin to take on thel
risky assignment. They charged that the
next nine years, during which Mr. Sha-:
drin kept in contact with Soviet agents
at the instruction of the €.LA. and FB.L,
.were a waste because the American. au-
thorities had strong suspicions that Igor
was a K.G.B. plant. |

The Times has confirmed independently
that C.LA. and F.B.L officials were deeply

| skeptical of Igor’s “bona fides,” the infor-
mation by which they seek to verify' the
legitimacy of defectors and penetration
agents.

It the American intelligence ~services
doubted Igor;-Mrs: Shadrin said-in -an|
interview, they should never have ai-
lowed her husband to come under Soviet
control on two trips to Vienna, one in

1972 and the other in.1975 when he
disappemred. .. .. .ceiw .. . o .

Several present and former intelligence
officers told The Times that the publica-
tion of Igor's name and the details of
his case endangered “higlifeand others,”
as one source put it, and was detrimental
to United States security. i

. Yet the Russjans.. themselves = seem,
aware of many of -the contradictions in
 the Shadrin story. On Aug. 17,1977, inj
response. to the first. press report here
about Mr. Shadrin’s plight,awell-known
Soviet journalist, Genrikh Borovik, pub-
lished the Soviet side of the story in an
article in Literaturnaya Gazeta, a weekly i
newspaper. L .
“The article was unusual in that it is
rare for Soviet publications to discuss
their intelligence operations, or refer to
K.G.B. files. Mr. Borovik ‘uses as the
pseudonym for the K.G.B. agent in the
article the name Igor ‘Aleksandrovich
Qrlov. - -
This seems to couple the Igor of the
telephone call with the named used by
the agent called Sasha since Sasha is
a short form for Aleksandr. ) :

C.LA. Compicity Saggested. ... .,

The article suggests ad .o
Soviet agents capturi Mr. §l{adn_n,_ﬁ5
C.LA. may have had complicity in his
disappearance to: avoid  the embarrass+
ment of his returning to the Soviet Union

and publicly denouncing .C.LA. methodsi
Mrs, Shadrin said thatithelgor mattet

Was not the only contradiction she ‘had
found between her own investigations
and the -official infofmation given her
‘She said that when she actompanied Mr.
‘Shadrin in his flight from Poland in 1959,
she believed that his defection ‘was an
impromptu act to permit them to marry ¢
and live in the Wests=tjimm =

She said she had now received infor-

mation _that- her: husbend - wasinfactre-4

ccruited for the C.LA- by Indonesian Navy
ofticers who were’being. trained by Mr.
Shadin and ‘others ab the Polish port
of Gdynia. "0 L. »

In her letter to the’Senatécorimitee,
she saidthis factor placed a whole new

complexion on her husbend’s decision in:
1966 to work as a double agent and sug-:
gested that he had littlecholice but to}
take on the assignment.’ o

There is no firm indication of Mr, Sha-
drin's fate since his disappearance. The'
C.LA: has said it Deiieves ‘that he was
wiilled or kidnapped bythe. K.G.B. The

rovik article-in effect eharges that the '

“.A. killed him.
. The only indication that he may-be
alive and in Soviet hands came last year.
when Wolfgang Vogei, the EastGermany
lawyer who has negotiated the exchange

o Mrs. Shadrin’s lawyer, Mr. Vogel did
ot affirmatively state that Mr. Shadcin,
.was alive or in Soviet hands. - - ’

that instead .ok

_Wife of S Qviet.jD_ei‘ectan.Says;thei _:CJ-.AI; May Have Caused
v 'His Death|



‘1 about how the case was handled. Spokes-

men for the FB.I and the C.LA. have

to make: any publiccomment on
the ‘ground that the-case involves too
I'many sensitive national security matters.
"The ccmimittee; however, has the power
‘to command reports and evidence fromr)

‘the intelligence services for stu.dy n se'-1
. cret by its members. .
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