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' *he following Yservations arn gffered with a complete aware-
ness by the writer phat his ao@uain ce with the case under scrutiny
1s slight. For th)¥s reason, eVeryasning which' follows should be .
: treated as suggesflon or reflectibn rather thnn as oonclusion, for
- Jthat is the wri r's intention a8 . : ‘

N4
\"élt seems likely that this case is known t.o, i.e. penetrated
by 5 fhe cutire history of the operation points in that directlon.
T 3 £ 28 crigin~l contact with, and prospective ‘empoyment by the - .
: Swedts establisned his identification with theal His use of the : -
that he used it for his-
uest.sd a Lat\uan oper-

nce Agency

tral Inte
- S

' ~7'channel €7 (even though he g
_ own pmoose); his presance when the Swedes)

by the Cen

..
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(at which’ tine it became appare that the Sweies)had an esbaolished '

JciMN operdtional plan while that of was tentative and experiwental)(®);
as well as tha fact that' L 7 left Sweden through riormal channels -
with pormal clearp,pcq‘ and, 1t must be assume:i!jibh the knowledge
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- of S¥8 C : -compela.ua to believe that ew [ 3, knew

. when and where he was going, under whose auspIces, and at least
‘generally, what he was going to do. ‘With respedt to C s leaving
Sweden, one gains the impression that there appeared to be initial
~difficulties with respect to his departure, {(3tysuch difficulties

' as to invite suggestion of clandestine exit-—w-—-u- after which the
difficulties seem to have disappeared. (§) It would be good to know
Just what the course was of £ 1.3 request to leave Swedish territory.

¥inally, there 18 a direct- statement - N capable of 1limited interpre-
“tation, that the future activities of ‘T 1's group. will "include
‘maintaining proper relationship with' the official Swedish agency ‘in

' order to keep track of the possioili*ies which might be opened", (&)
: e_sciter, Jt would appear thai the: foregoing facts indicate

knew something about: the operation in its early stages, .

have been kept au courant later, Wwhether this penetration .

ever reached the noint of supervision or conirol is rot yet apparent.,

EXEMPTIONS Section 3(b) *
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305 reject tiis possibility on the basis of any man'smoral
~ sense woild be unwise, Although it is not the purpose of this oaper'—
. to exawine hypothetioal aotives, .Lt 'ht. be wise to suggest that an’
‘occasional report from [ dto the' _g?could be rationaliged. on
. the grounds that the interests of- Bhe ted States and those . e
S ot oweden are not too far a'part.J w‘hile any mterest by the Swedes J
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yln [ 2:'s opaerations on behalf of the United States is entlrely | -~
Justifiable inﬁgrofessional countere-espionage, I-she-kd-say-even-that Ahx _)

an 10 or a CEO fio did not endeavor to maintain contact with someone
he knows working in another service would be’ lacking in perceptlon.

4. *hers such contact or penetration os conducted by a friendly
power, 1t represents ly an extension of security, in which it
becomes . additional,to reassure one's self of the security nuintained

. by the unexpected reogpient. In t»$= case, the situation could be
- complicated by the fact that Swel..n iunterest. would be exercised by - -

their Baltic States Division, wherein the Latvian responsibility.

is discharged by T o3, himsalf a native of Latvia.

. he imporbant ques] ion, it seeams to me, is whethar L ZI is or
is not keeping the we&@s 'ormed of our operations and personnel; -
and we must bear in mIﬁa'thn faet bnac while such possibility is

- disturbing from the point of view ol good sscurity, it need not be .~ - Z,

construed as reprehansible.. fo resolve this question the following

acuion is- suggested:

1, Information should be planted on E 3--—information Hhich .
is ’ictibious, but of such nature that @t would be of great interest. -
to $LS A reflection of such information. in Stockholm would iadicate
the ﬂxistence of a channel of coanunication, : ' :

32.' An inform cohferencg by one*df,our'people‘in‘Sweden'with
‘a case officer of GIF, in which there would be buried some direct
statement that "old L J-w--you know h.m, he was conaected with you.
at one tin@w-——-- has been doing some-work for us. Sadly enough,
'woive learned that he has been passing operational iriformation to
‘someone outside our own show. "We dont know to whom, buv were going
to give him a thorough exumination and find out. tHow do you regard
him?" LSgpecially if a specific time not too far dist:nt were mentioned
for the interrogation, ; might take the protective step of warning

L 1. 4 oomplete surveIllance of the subject for a few days {until

the specified date had passed) would include intercepilon of all
co%wunications to him. this, too, might. be productive.

3. A carriage test for L Jaight be run in with motional
tests of the same type for other or all personnel in his branch as a
"oerjodic routina security measure", “uch a test alght include
-guch questiona as the following: (IiL is recognized thab ‘these questlons
WO 1r1 have to be re-phrased)

1. Did you know that wour leLbers to weden are oeing
prot ostatad and trans‘ated“

2. “hat owedish OLLJClaLS Hd you see prlor Lo your depart-
ure? What did thev say to you"

3. ‘o what extent do you. bexlave ‘that the interest of
oweden and the ub -with xsqnect To in,elligence, are computib1e?
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5. Are you in communlcation ts.r:i.’r,h\SI‘S'J‘;N

\-/

6, How Much information to o 1

?. Revelation o Emipre groups .as an influence wedgs -

' In concluding, there are one or two. other pointa which make
‘he story, varly in the file, that the operator
sent to Latvia has lost. all his cryatals invites scrutiny. . lhe:
- 8tory that the-Bribish had withdrnwn thelr gupport from a proposed’
operation because one man, who was to pillot the plane, refused to

A this cuse unusual,

provide {lnances, certainly ‘gshould be run to ground.
bezn some reason for this action.

operation as inse.ure? If so, why?
summaries of his correspondence may not have bsen comprehensive,
It is recommsn od that the photostats of his letters be read in
detail, and be compared witih the sunmaries which he submitted,

uf‘

ah
f

Eah

Nt

\-

3*’“Rtt ‘\

,-\Egrm?ttl

*here must have

.Did‘nham&ribish regdrd the proposed

rindlly, it seems that C-Ji's




