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'lnections are known,
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N

;the'British could get'himAfinancial assistance. HAEN wrote back
saying thatAhe was not able to furnish that information (since he
had by then broken with TILBURY, his channel of info from VALDEMAR)._~

8, The fact that RNPILLOW told us completely voluntarlly

ahout ‘the contact with his uncle is in itself indicative (para 3)

rom Sweden to penetrate Latv1a, and knew of his potentlal eontac
h VALDEMAR. (Whether the PIEBARS knOW‘of this is not carti h.
loWn" cannot‘ba 1nterpreted here to meen that his. present
HAHN was, of course, the. contact man “for
grohp ‘in these affairs; it was set up that way so as not to.a P
ENPILLOW, who would have.the actual contact w1th ‘the agents.'
’(b) "Poor guégement,W as is 1ndlcated merely means that he
hing out of hia donation to the Brltlsh.‘ What he wanted

.poss1b1e consequences of trying to threaten the US. He c'uld

f';,;9§“ Re para - 5 (a): The word "plown" as used here means’ that»
the_agencles 1idted ‘mow that HAHN has been concerned with attemp 9.
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11, It is unclear whether the statement in para 6, that

. HAHN and RNPILLOW agree the RIS may have become lcnowledgeable o:f
g thelr participation with DYCLAIM andof the. names of the agent
' 1é based on para 5.0. or on eomething else.v




