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77 TE S/

- Security 75> mation

13 Novenmber 1953
MEMO FCR THE RECCRD '
Subject: APPIE CE Review

Reference: Security Review of APFIE Team Operations, SGAW 2835, 21 October 1953

' 1., Attached is a discussion of those aspects of the operation which

] affect its security or which are necessary for its understanding, No attempt

' has been made to duplicate the reference; this review pays more attention to
the w/t traffic and includes the recent developments in the operation,

2, No definite conclusions appear reachable at presdnt as to when the
operation came under control other than that it probably did come under such
control, possibly as early as July or August 1952, with a re’pltant hostile
A/A reception to a resupply C-47 on the night of 23 October 1953, .

3. Critical points during the operation possibly indicative of control
or penstration are discussed in detail in the attachment and are summarized
as follows: ‘

a, There is an imppobable possibility that the operation was pene-
trated from the outset by RiDomino, the w/t operator, \

‘ be Poweﬁful flashlights of a type not given APPIE were seen by the
plane crew at the D/Z in a drop on 8 May 1952,

¢. A resupply drop was made.on the night of 6/7 July 1952 to a . T-
lighted D/Z with the reception lights not prepared by APPIE,

d, APPIE ignored a 12 August 1952 case officer control challenge in
five subsequent exchanges; it replied to 2/ and 27 August 1952 rechallenges
with a positive control answer on 28 August 1952, and vhen immediately rechalleng-—
ed, gave another positive control response on 3 September 1952,

e, APPIE ignored requests by the base on 5 and 18 September 1952 and
6 October 1952 for first one and then two "friends" to exfiltrate,

f., APPIE radioed on 3 November 1952 that RNDomino, the w/t operator,
had broken his operating hand and was using his left hand; Athemsreported a
definite new fist overatine with the sharnness of the dots heing indicative of

a trained profess_ional

g. APPIE failed to respond to a case officer control challenge first
raised on 3 November 1952, and reraised on 24 and 27 November, until 29 November
when it gave a positive control response,

g nalich




2 Sacurity

h. The 13 December 1952 response to the Zog-fornmlated control challenges
was inconclusive rather than definitely favorab. o

i. The 29 January 1953 flight during which Throwoff/2, a relief w/t
operator,was dropped may have been insecure because of the absence of diversioch—
ary tactics; APPIE reported being invod¥ed in a firefight on 4 February 1953.

Jo APPIE reported on 16 April 1953 that a friend "who pretends to be
a Commnist" would exfiltrate with APPLE/3.

k, According to a report from a sister of Airtight in Yugoslavia y four
men, including Airtight and RNCertain, were betrayed and capture&'ﬁy Albanian
autharities about May 1953; however, there are a number of contrada.ctory IHd6=
pendent reports on the fate of team members,

1, AFPIE/2 radioced contradictory reports on 5 and 10 June 1953 con-
cerning the 4 June 1953 dropping of four men of the ORANGE and PLUM teams; the
APPIE/2 performance subsequently fell off. _

m, APFIE/3 gf{ﬁﬁed in a fire fight on 5 June 1953 and was last
heard from on 18 June 1953,

n, AFPIE/2 on 22 October 1953 reported that it had been avaiting a
drop since 19 October, and then later that day, when told to expect a drop that
night, indicated that it was not yet at the same D/Z and so could not receive
the drop that night; the delay could have been used to prepare the A/A reception
on 23 October, _

Lo Significent points during the operatiop possibly indicatlve’of absence
of control or penetration are also discussed in detail in the attachment and are
summarized as follows:

a, Radio communication control signals were negative throughout the
entire operation,

b, Negative case officer control challenge responses were given by
RNDomino during June 1952 and three team members exfiltrated safely that same

month [
¢. The relief w/t operator, Throwoff/2, came on the air two days
after his 29 January 1953 drop with a message containing a prearranged negative
control sentence; if he had fallen into the opposition's hands at the time of
his drop they only had two days in which to break him, (Since APPIE had informed
the base before the dron that there would be some friends at the D/Z and had
set up a password-counter-password exchange, the opposition , if in control,
might have been able to debrief him without immediste suspicion on his part;
force or the threat of force also might have been used successfully.)

d, Throwoff/2 gave a begative control response for APPIE/2 on 20
June 1953 in response to a 19 June case officer control challenge.




5, Some other aspects of the operation affecting security, which are dis-
cussed in detail in the attachment, are summarized as follows:

a, Several of the drops required waiting periods at the D/Z of sev-
eral days and the team several times complained about the security hazards in- -
volved therein,

b, As a result of the RMDomino hand switch-over Athe\yias instructed
to tape both. of an. operator's hands in the future., pNEPR Co

¢. There is insufficient information in the files to adequately assess
the recruitment, trai safehousing and transportation of the agents, and
our liaison with they Greek \gervices in conmnection with #hAPPLEL

(raren

o d not submit the necessary PRQ outlines and field traces
results on Gm, an (RANGE team member, and as a result no operational
clearance was instituted, £

e. No information was reported from the field-es -en two letters brought ‘
in by Throwoff/2 and RNPutlog and mailed within Albania,

f. Becausd Z__, jzonsidered the case officer control challenge given
RNDomino susceptible to misinterpretation, it took 5pecia1 precautions in de-
vising challenges for Throwoff/2,

g. It might have been particularly desirable for the base to have
raised case officer control challenges shortly before dropping RNCertain on
4 August 1952, soon after msking the 6 September 1952 resupply drop, and be=—
fore making the September and October 1953 resupply drops; challenging on the
last two occasions, however, was debatable, '

h. There is no information indicating that traces were made on e¥even
internal contacts reported by APPLE on 12 March 1953,

i, With respect to the dropping of ORANGE and PLUM to APPIE/2, the
question might be raised as to whether the disadvantages of blind dropping were |
not. outweighed by the disadvankages involved in the breakdown of inter—team .
compartmentation, particularly in view of questiona.ble incidents in APPIE!'s |
previous 0perational history, ; |

j. One or more of APPIE/Z's identities may have been known by CRANGE
and/or PLUM before the latter were parachuted on 4 June 1953.



1 May 1952
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13 November 1953
APPIE CE REVIEW

A fiveeman APPIE ,tga.m infiltrated across the Greek—Alba.nian
border intolAll ania with the aid of two cross-Berder guides,
The team consisted of Airtight, RNPutlog, RNPomino, Airwise

.and Airometer; the cross~border guides were Alrmall and .Aire

spray, There is insufficient information in the files to adequat
ly assess the recruitment, training, safehousing and trans-
portation of the agents and our liaison with theé ek ‘services
in comection with the operation, (This is discussed in detail
in the Headquarters Security Review of APPIE,)
Adverse information is reflected in the files only on RNDomino,
the w/t operator who on 3 November 1952 radioced that his oper—
ating hand had been btroken and that he had .to use his other /.
hand, RiDomino and another{Albanian,SHysen Salilay~had Both™ i
been reported in 1951 by Ibalian sourcés as being Albanian v
1.8, agents, The field imrestigated the charges and on 21 May
1951 reported the two as being cleared of all suspicion and
that the details would be "pouched soonest", The latter report
is not in Headquarters files and apparently never was received,
(On 21 October 1953, as a result of the Headquarters Security
Review of APPIE, the field was requested to furnish a copy for
. Headguarters stugy ) Sallku was parachuted into Albania on 15
ctober 1951 with three other men; his death as a result, Q,f”a.n
ambush by state security forces was reported by Hadic™ ’Tl;:g,pa.
on 24 October 1951,
Comment: Although RNDomino thus may have been an Albanian I.S,
agent from the start of the operation, the fact that three
APPIE members exfiltrated a few weeks later, plus the fact
that negative control responses were made six times during
June to a case officer control challenge, supports the probabili
that the team was not controlled from the start unless RNDomino
delayed contacting Albanian. security forces after his drop, Ther
is of course the theoreticel possibility that the three exfiltre
had been turned by the Albgnian.I.S, but there is no evidence
to substantiate this, Also the failure to later respond favore—
ably to case officer control challenges Is inexplicable if the
operation was controlled from the outset, In addition, if
RNDomino were a penetration from the start, there would have
been no need for the change in fists which occurred when he
a.llegedly broke his operating fist, unless, while a penetration,
Iie actually accldeataily aild break his hand or for some reason
become uncontrollable,




8 May 1952

27 May 1952

28 May 1952

12 June 1952

27 June 1952

7 July 1952

Information

Powerful flashlights of a type not given APPIE were seen
by the plane crew on the reception field during a pre-
arranged supply drop.

Coment: The flashlights could have been evidence of con-
trol or could have been obtained from local team contacts,

The first w/t contact since 8 May informed the base all was
well, '

Airtight, the leader, ordered three team members (RNPutlog,
Airvise and Airometer) to return to Greece because of poor
food conditions in the operating area, The three men separated
from Airtight and RNDomino on 28 May and exfiltrated to

Greege .on 15 Juns. RNFutlog and Airometer were parachuted

back on 1 May and 4 June 1953 respectively. Airwise was

used later in other Albanian operations and is now in Athens,

APPIE radioed that they were being "pursued" and that their
operational area had been alerted security-wise sgainst agents,

On 27 May the base had radioced the case officer control chale—
lenge, "How Many Rifles Have You?" APPIE returned a negative

. control response, "We want blankets" in its 3 June contact;

although not again rechallenged, it repeated this safety phrase
during contacts on 12 June, 15 June (sent in.English®contrary |
to instructions), 18 June (again sent in English), 24 June and ‘
27 June, T '

N,

A resupply drop, includin% radio, arms, food and ammnition,
was made on the night of 6/7 July. APPIE radioed that the
plane had circled the area for one hour, that the drop was
made without the pilots seeing their signals, that the material
had been found by the police and that they were forced to hide
in wooded areas,/_ ] reported thats: .
"The bundles were released over a group of lighta or
shepherd's fires coincidentally resembling a "I" or
alert security forces arranged their own reception to
divert delivery of our supplies, There would have been
 timé-for such a measure as the plane was on its third
circle of the area when the lights were first observed...
In any casd we now know that APPIE did not receive any
of the supplies prepared for it because the plane flew/<r
wrong pigce"
due to an error in navigation, The resupply flight path had
different Albanian entry and exit points; the plane ran into
light enemy Afﬂ action after making leaflet drops at Korce
aboub 25 winubes alber Lo resupply drup. .
Comment: In light of the preceding, the possibility exists that
the team came under control some time between this drop and
the 13 August failure to respond properly to the case officer
control challenge, :




15 July 1952

4 hugust 1952

9 August 1952

12 August -
13 September
1952

Comment: This could be an indication of no control or of dise—

APPIE reported rumors among the population that other
persons had been dropped,
Comments Possible information elicitation by the opposition,

RNCertain, an agent with important implantation contacts, was
parachuted in to join APPIE, In a 3 August message setting up
the drop APPIE radioed that "friends of ours will be at the
D/Z to hide the supplies, If he is not found immediately,
(RNCertain) is to give the password Berat; the. counter pass-
word is Burrel", i« 4 et
Comments ~ By prepa.ring RNCertain to expect non~team members
at the D/Z the opposition, if already in control, could en-
sure capturing him without immediately arousing his supicions
in case both APPIE members were not fully controllable, This
could facilitate an immediate debriefing of him for. instructic
information, ete, It might have been desirable for the base
to have raised the case officer control challenge again before
dropping RNCertain,

APFIE radioed that security forces were searching the recent
D/Z area,

arming realism by an opposition case officer, If the team were
not then controlled, the presence of security forces might
possibly have resulted in the team's capture between then and
13 August when AFPIE failed to respond to a case officer con-
trol challenge,

The base raised the case officer control challenge, "How Many
Rifles Have Iou‘?' in a contact on 12 August, APPIE ignored the
challenge in exchanges on 13, 15, 16, 18 and 2, August, The
base therefore rechallenged AFPPIE on 24 and 27 August. On

28 August APPIE replied with a straight answer giving the num-
ber of arms on hand, an indication of control, The base again
rechallenged on 28 August and on 3 September received a similar
positive control reply. Radio commmnication control signals,
however, continued to be negative,

T "\ commented that "it is improbable that the team has for-
gotten its instructions on this signal, but due to the impend—
ing resupply drop it imay have been interpreted as a straight
question,"

Comment: APPIE did not confuse the case officer control chal-
lenge during June when a similar resupply drop was impending.
Furthermore the constant reiteration of the question might well

v P N T B B R L b T M L PV S P A Y adeaa ~F
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question, Also why the long delay in responding if the team was
incontrolled but misconstrued the questions? Although the con=
tinuance of negative radio communication signals may be consbru
however, as evidence of lack of control, it is possible also
that RNDomino had yielded these signals to his captors without
giving them the correct case officer control challenge exchange
Such exchanges are included in co ications plans yith just
such an eventuality in mind 71:, o M&CL Rt e

a (1,‘
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6 September 1952  On the night of 5/6 September a resupply mission was flown
but no drop was made because no reception lighte were visible,
APPIE radioed on the morning of 6 September that "plane
crossed last night, He crossed far away as we are told, For
this reason we did not light the fires", Athens estimated
that the plane probably flew over the wrong srea although the
crew reported making the drop the next night at the same area
they had searched the previous night,

Comment: There is a possibility that an uncontrolled APPI.E
would not have found out so quickly that a plane had crossed
"far awa.y

15 September 1952 APPIE radiced that the w/t set had been received but that

another container which had fallen too far away, because of

+ being dropped from & great height, had been found by civilians
and turned over to the security forces,
Comment: If the team was under control the opposition might-
not want to call attention to the danger of capture, On the
opher hand this could be reported for realism and to entice
more resupply. The base, therefore, might have reraised the
case officer control challenge at this point after the drop,
if for no other reason than to test the validity of its hypo-
thesis that the team had misconstrued the challenge because of
the impending 6 September supply drop.

September - Probably as a means # rt of testing the bona fides of APPIE
October 1952 the base, in messages on 5 and 18 September and 6 October asked
for first one and then two "friends" to exfiltrate, AFPIE ig-
nored these requests in its messages,
Comments The ignoring of these requests may possibly be susp:.ci

3 October 1952 APPIE requested that "for many reasonS" there be no drops in
October.,
Corment: This meesage can be interpreted either as absence of
control or, if comtrolled, as misleading realism or a stalling
device by the opposition case officer, E i
S fAu # il
10 October 1952 APPIE reportedﬁg_‘Zog?mﬂuence as great in Tirana, Kruje,
el and Tequested the dispatch of new agents.
?v Comment: Possible intoxication effort if controlled,

27 October 1952 APPIE reported an 1ndireﬁt contact with a*serge‘ant major of
: the police in@ishkop”ig
Gommenj If the t"G”am was controlled, this could represent an

-~V nnd- .27
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controlled, it could represent a future security hazard.

3 November 1952 APPIE radioed that RNDomino had broken his operating hand and
was using his left hand, (C 7] reported that an investigatior
had revedled negative radio communication control signals, a
definite new fist operating, speed far below normal and sharp
dots indicating a trained fist operating., The communications
training officer M the operator was capable of using

i
ity information
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v Information
: ~5=
his other hand but that it was debatable, The base immediately
(3 November) raised the case officer control challenge, "How

rany rifles have you?" APPLE did not respond to the challenge in
contacts on 6, 12, 15, and 18 November, BRadio communication con-
trol signals continued negative however, In response to a Head-
quarters' query as to whether the Q signals were noticeably slow
after 3 November and thus suggestive of the operator discussing

the exchange with his controllers, [_ i replied that the Q .
signals appeared to be normael considering the use of a left hand.
Comment: APPLE's failure again to respond to the case officer
control challenge mey indicate either a continuation or a recent
initiation of control. If the team had not previously been ander
control, the 3 October message requesting that no drop be made in
October might have been due to pressure of security forces, which
pressure might have subsequently resulted in the team's capture.

If the team had been controlled for some time, the question arises

of why the opposition would have endangered the progress of the
playback by introducing a new fist, Possible reasons for such

action mey have been an actual accident to RNDOMINO, increasing
distrust of RNDOMINO, or a gamble that the crisis could be surmounted
successfully and another W/T operator who might prove more co-operative
enticed, '

15 November 1952 APPLE requested help on 15 November and on 24 November asked either
to return or for another W/T operator.
Comment: Although the request for another operator could represent
an intoxication effort, the raising of exfiltration as the other
alternative could be either evidence of lack of control or the
opposition's taking of a calculated risk, If the latter it was well
calculated, because (— jon 2 December considered it a practical
impossibility for the team, or any member thereof, to exfiltrate at
that time because of deep snows, mountainous terrain and general
winter weather condltions,

18 November 1952 The base, in response to Headquarters' instructions, asked for
specific positive intelligence, one purpose being to help assess
the possibility of control,

Comment: APPLE's subsequent replies evidently were considered
satisfactory because the files do not reflect the raising of the
poasibility of deception with reference to them, They might, as
at the other times during the operation, have been "fed" ,however.

2429 November Cage officer control challenges, "How many rifles have you?" were.

8 ry . Y . AN W nwrmnvale e ATITITTY
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responded, giving the number of arms on hand, which was & positive
control response. ( _} neyerthelessy discounted on 2 December

the probebility of control, again as a reasonable possibility
that the case officer control challenge had been misunderstood as an
inquiry for purposes of resupply. | _ 3 also stated that in addition
to this argument and to the continuance of an uncontrolled reply to
both radio communication danger signels, the "case officers who tralned
and dispatched the team asslf consider it of highest caliber and féel
‘confident (the) team would have found some clear way of showing con-
trol if it axisted",

Comment: See comments under dates of 3 November and 12 August-3
September above,

3 December 1952 APPLE's radio message omitted the confirmation number groups supposed
to be added at the end of all messages to indicate positive or negative
controls C” _ 7 hypothesized that since the other radio communica~-
tion danger signals were regular and since this was the first time
confirmation groups were omitted, RNDOMINO had forgotten to include
them when he was recopying the message,

12-13 December 1952 Eif-King ;,z?“g:had been asked on 26 November for possible control”
questidid which might be put to the radio operator to determine
whether he was actually in touch with the team leader ani sending for

‘him., On 8 December, Zog Eeplied with two questions to be passed to
the team: T '

(1) "Are you in good condition?"
(2) "Do you remember in whose hands you left your silver
cuff links before your depature?"

The expected anawers were respectively:

(1) "The people believe in us and help us put themselves
at the King's disposal.”
(2) "o the queen or mistress of the house."

@reported the.tv the first question had been discussed with him
Prior to the depgiure of the team, and that the second was kuown
only to Airtight and himself, ‘

Both questions were raised by the base on 12 December and APPLE on
13 December replied to the second (though not to the first), as
follows:

~ . -~ MNTIYNNA T
"Mhe silver ouff links are in (Airtight's) sulicass; (RNCIDTAING

in the small box there. Don't bother us unnecessarily."




27 December 1952

3-15 January
1953

29~31 January
1953

]
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A search of Airtight's esuitcase, left with OBOPUS in Athensg,

revealed the cuff links to be there "as stated",

Whe@f\z&g .informed of the radio reply, he stated in a conversation
with T 1 ..SE/CPP, in Alexandria, that he felt.
that the team's answer while not as expected, was accurate and genuine
since they had no prearranged control signals and the leader probadly
had more than one set of links. As & result the team was considered
to be uncontrolled. )
Comments: It is significent that the first question was unanswered
and that the reply to the second gave. the locations of both Air-
tight's and RNCERTAIN's cuff links, indicating that if the team were
under control, the case officer (and the W/T operator) di& not know
to whom the guery was addressed and therefore tried to cover both in
the reply. On the other hand if the team were controlled, the
members might have given thelr captors a completely erroneous answer
in the hopes of getting across a positive control signal., However,
if the team were controlled, theoretically they might have ylelded
the information under severe pressures generally speaking, the re-
sults of the exchange appear to be only inconclusive.

The bese informed APPLE that another W/T operator, plus supplies,
would be dropped during the period 3-7 January. APPLE on 12 December
had radioed that RNDOMINO was very weak with an infected hand. T_ (i
had reported that APPLE's transmissions were very slow.

Comment: If controlled, possible intoxication effort,

W/'l‘ operator drop flights were abarted on 3 and 7 January 1953 due to
weather, APPLE complained at the security hazards involved in com-
plying with instructions to stand by for & drop during the periods

3-9 and 12-15 January.

Comment: The stand-by instructions do seem to involve a security
hazard, but the poor weather at this time of the year may have made
more preclse pre~timing impogsible, APPLE's complaint is elther
evidence of absence of control or if controlled, realistic dissemblage
by the eposition, ‘ : '

THROWOFF/2, a replacement W/T operator was dropped on 29 January. He
had new radio communication danger signals and new case officer con-
trol challenge questions, He was sent in with a letter i cting
AIRTIGHT M*:exfiltrate in the spring if possible and, RWPUTLOG
would be sent back to help him get out. He was briefed carefully to
answer case officer control challenges. THROWOFF/2 was dropped during
a second flight attempt since an unsuccessful flight to a neax:kz Wrong
D/Z% area was mede the night preceding the successiui drop., Um,cy
January flight the plame went in and out at the same point and dropped

TEOTET
iormation




8 March 1953
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' no diversionary leaflets. Prior to the drop, on 31 December, APPLE

had informed the base that there would be some friends at the D/Z

and that the password and counter password would be "KruJa" and
"Korabi" respectively, e e

APPL ‘g first message after the drop was sent on 31 January. All radio
commuanication control signals were negative and the message contained
a prearranged negative control sentence.

Comment: The negative control indicators in the 31 January message
may have been a true reflection of the situation or THROWOFF/2 may

- have been taken into custody at the drop and debriefed of the requisite

information, either without immediate suapicion by the "friends" pre-
arranged to meet him at the drop, or by force or threat of force. The
path of the 29 January flight may have been & security hazard in draw- -
ing attention to the D/Z area after the drop, if the team was not al-
ready controlled,,because of its same entry and exit point, its relatively
direct flight to e D/Z and the absence of diversionary leaflet drops.

(See the attached map for the actual flight rduteguy4umquuuﬁL4uLJﬂu=
planned—reutest)-

3 February 1953 APPLE reportclbeing in a fire :Sight in which one Communist clv111an

was killed,

Comment: If APPLE was previously uncontrolled it might have been captured
and come under control soon after this incident because of the resultant
alerting of security forces in the area. If APPLE was econtrolled, it

" might be remlistic dissemblage by an opposition case officer.

13 February 1953 APPLE radioed AIRTIGHT's agresment to coming out,

Comment: Either indicative of an absence of control or an intoxication
effort aimed at the promised assistance of an exfiltration gulde, RNPUTLOG.

28 February 1953 APPLE reported "pursult detachments" had been in the operational zone

during the preceding three days bdbut had left,
Comment: See comments under date of 4 February 1953 above,

APPLE responded affirmatively on 11 March to the base ingquiry of
10 March as to whether a letter carried in by THROWOFF/2 had been mailed.
Comment: There is no information in the files indicating what the

.letter was, Possibly it may have been a poison pen letter, Without

additional information the full security ramifice.tions cannot be assessed
although theoretically there may have been a security hazard involved in
the internal postins.

12 March 1953 AFPPLE reported the names of 11 internal contacts.

Comment: There is no information in the files indicating that traces
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were made or the results of such traces. Tha possihle security
implications are obvious, particularly in view of a recent report
that four men, including AIRTIGHT and RNCIRTAIN,were betrayed to
the Albanian authorities and captured about Maylfsa

20 March 1953 [ reported that in the 20 March contact APPLE had replied to
the challenge sent by the base in the previous contact on 1’+ March
and had indicated negative control,

Comment: The exchange mast have involved a radio communication con-
trol challenge since the texts of the messages 4o not include either
of the case officer control challenges and responses given THROWOFF/2
prior to departure. The exchange, however, either is evidence of
lack of comtrol, or of the opp031tions"‘ success in obta.ining the
necessary signal information from THROWOFF/2,

16 April 1953 APPLE reported, regarding the planned drop of exfiltration guides,
that RNDOMINO was ready to return with AIRTIGHT along with "one
friend who pretends to be a Communist,”

Comment: In view of the pogssible security hazard involved in the
pretended Communist "friend®, if the team were uncontrolled, the
base might have asked for his name,

1 May 1953 Three exfiltration guides (RNPUTILOG, GABNEGATE, and GABOARD) were:
dropped to APPLE on 1 May; a drop attempted on 30 April had been
aborted due to overcast., The base previouely had alerted APPLE on
26 April to await a drop some time between 27 April and 4 Mey, APPLE
complained that an eight-day waiting period at a D/Z was a security
hezard. On 6 April APPLE revported that GABNEGATE had been injured
in the drop. [ regarded his injury as normal since it was his
first Jump and he Wwas the least capable man,

Comment: The instructions for an eight-day waiting period may have
involved a security hazard. The circumstances of the drop are
neither indicative of control or lack of control,

6-8 May 1953 APPLE reported on 6 May the existence of patrol activity in the D/Z
area and on 8 May radioed that although it wonld like a drop, "one
now would Dres/eﬁb danger”.

Comment: / commented on 18 Angust that if APPLE were controlled,
the opposition could have been playing for a late request to get a
plane, men or material; if APPLE were uncontrolled, the message could
represent normal fear,

12 May 1953 Exfiltration sroup (APPIE/3) separated from stay-behind group (APPLE/2).
APPIE/3 consisted of BRNFUTIOG, GABNEGATE, GABOARD, AIRTIGHT, RNDOMINO,

P R .
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and an unidentified friend. APPLE/2 consisted of RNCERTAIN and
THROWOFF/2. ,

Comment: If APPLE was already controlled at this time, the J
opposition may have played back as it did because an exfiltration had
been ordered and not to follow through at this stage might have

prevented further possibdle exploytation of the operation,

Of possible relevance with respect to the question of control at this
time are the following two reports on the fate of the team. Accord-

ing to one report an Albanian who visited in Yugoslavia in September

1953 a relative who is married to a sister of AIRTIGHT, was told that
four men, including AIRTIGHT and RNCERTAIN, were betrayed and captured

Wy Albanian authorities about five months previously, which would be
about May 1953. If both men were captured together, the team would

have come under control prior to the separation of APPLE/2 and APPLE/3.
In an Italian radio broadcast on 25 August 1953, the Yugo-Press agency
was cited as reporting the execution in/Tushnji“in central Albania of |
20 Albanian peasants who had.taken. tq the mountains in 1953 to pre= ) e
test against the regime. Said Kryeziwhas stated that this was K
RNPUTLOG's home and that he believed that RNPUTLOG and his supporters ¥ «
were involved. The date and place of their cepture is not given. If 4
RNPUTIOG actually was captured in central Albanie, the team could have
come under control prior to the separation of A.PPLE/Z and APPLE/B. or

. APPLE[3 could have come under control shortly thereafter. Theoretically,

also, control of APPIE/B could have come as late as August if APPI.E/B
had returned to central Albania from the Greek-Albanian border area
where it was last heard from on 18 June.

Note: APPLE/3 will be discussed fully next, and then APPLE/2.

APPLE/3

APPLE/3 informed the base they would have to change their exfiltration
route,

Comment: :ﬁ cormented on 18 August that,although the changed route
wag regarded as sensible’ thwt if the team were controlled it would
make it easier for the opposition to make realistic position reports

to counter D/Fing from Greece.

APPLE/3 reported AIRTIGHT had dysentery.

Comment: ./~ ] commented on 18 August that since this was a long-
standing condition, the message represented true reporting if con-
trolled.

- . Y M
rity information
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5 June 1953

10 June 1953

15 June 1953

18 June 1953
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APPLE/B responded to the base's query as to whether it desired
a food drop by stating thaet althou,:h it needed food and medicines they
could not await a drop.
Comment: This could be evidence of lack of control since the
opposition could have used a drop to get either supplies and/or the
plane. On the other hand, since the base had notified APPLE/2 on
14 May that it was considering a personnel drop, the opposition, if
in control, could have been holding out for this bigger drop.

. -‘w;‘é Aty Y
APPM./B reported running into an ambush near Vithk:uq in which RNPUTIOG
was wounded. The fact of such an ambush could not be confirmed by

C 3

APPIE/3 reported it was unable to move because of RNPUTLOG's -condition
and requested:

"Send us a gulde to cross the border and withdraw RNPUTLOG
from us or else chances are will have to pu.t him in a base
here."

Because of questionable reporting from APPLE/2 following the 4 June
drop to APPLE/2 of PIUM and ORGANGE teams, the base decided to handle
APPLE/3 as though it were controlled. On the assumption that APPLE/3's
10 June request for a guide might be an intoxication attempt, the
base radioed & suggested exfiltration route and on 13 June requested
AIRTIGHT and one man to exflltrate separately ffor medicine, help and
further instructions,

APPLE/3 rejected the bases' last request and said all would continue
together,

APPLE/3 made its last contact, reporting its position to be approximately
12 miles from the border. ._ _“Ireported that members of a Greek

team exfiltrated on the night of 18 June without incident and passed
through the area where the {eam was reported as being located. On the
other hand another team which exfiltrated from Albania on 26 July learned
of a gun battle against a four-man team at an unidentified. location

about 20 June, in which battle three men were killed and the fourth
committed suicide. [ 7] also reported on 18 August that a Greek

border officer had reported heering of the killing of a fou.r-ma.n group J
in southern Albanis at an unknown date and nemed one of the APPLE/3 :
men (identity not g&'ng%“&a being in the group.

Comment: The abovejevidence is inconclusive withrespect to the question
of whether the tcom's cading was aobivnal (Lecuuse of previous contol) or

wee
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actual, although, of course theoretically the team could still
possibly be in hiding. Other reports, discussed above in comments
under date of 12 May 1953, have raised the possibilities that
RNPUTLOG mey have been captured in central Albania either before
or shortly after APPLE/2 and APPLE/B separated, or as late as
August, and that AIRTIGHT and RNCERTAIN mey have been captured
together about May,

C. _Jreported that A.PPLE/B'S fiXst (whether right or left hand

not indicated) was BNDOMINOS' as far as could be determined, that
all radio communication control signals were proper, and that the
team followed RNPUTILOG's specific instructions to report every change
in location,.

Comment: If the team were under control the transmission of the
correct control signals could be the result of the opposition's
previous success in obtaining them,

APPLE/2

The base asked APPLE/2 whether it could receive a personnel drop
between 27 May and 4 June (later modified to the period between
29 May and 4 June),

APPLE/2 reported that the letter RNFUTLOG brought with him had

been posted,

Comment: As in the case of the 1l March message reporting the mailing
of a letter carried in by THROWOFF/Z, there 18 no information in the
files indicating what this letter was, :

The three-man ORANGE team (AIROMETER, GATUMMY, and GABLUTION) and the
leader of the PLUM team, AICHIP, were dropped on 4 June to be briefed
by APPLE/Z prior to moving on to thelr respective areas of operations,
The other two men on the PLUM team, RNDEPART and AIRBLOWN were not
dropped becsuse one of them froze and blocked the other; the two

men are at present in Athens or the Athens aree being maintained fee
for potential use in future operations. The Headquarters cesg officer
is of the opinion that one or more of the men who were dropped, before-
hend lemew the identity of one or more of the men in the APPLE/Z re-
ception group.

All men dropped had operational clearances except GABIUTION concerning
whom Headquarters, on 21 October 1953, as a result of the Headquarters
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security review,requested PRQ outlines and results offinvestigations
so that30peratiohal clearanced could be instituted,

The drop was made, at APPLE/Z'S suggestion (made on 18 May),at the
same DfZ used to drop the RNPUTLOG group on 1 May 1953. Before the
drop finally was made APPLE/2 complained orn 1 June about the se-
curity hazards involved in a six-day waiting period at the D/Z,
Comment: The fact that one or more of APPLE/2's identities may

have been known beforehand by ORANGE and/or PLUM is a security .
hazard. The fact also that adequate data on GABIUTION is not
available mekes nim theoretically a possible security hazard, The
fact elso that APPLE/2 chose the DfZ would help the opposition if
it already were in control. The long period of waiting at the D/2
appears to have been a security hazard if the team were uncontrolled.
Although there ars disadvantages to blind dropping it is questionadle
as to whether they are not outweighed by the disadvantages involved

in the resulting breakdown in inter-team compartmentation, by having
one team act as a rec:a:?on group for other teams with independent
misaio:ns, 4 N M ar W W

v onfdune,

APPLE/Z on 5 June reported an incomplete dropA possibly referring

to the fajlure of two of the three PILUM team members to drop,and
- that the drop had been made from a high altitude, APPLE/Z asked there-
" fore whether there would be & drop on 5 June but was told there
wonld not be and that the PLUM leader should remain with AFPLE/2 until
he received further instructions. On 10 June, in susplcious contradic-
tion to its message of 5 June, APPLE/Z stated that it understood "from
your message”, referring to a base query as to what had happened,

that some personnel had been dropped on 4 June. APPLE/Z gtated that
the drop had been made awey from the field and that APPLE/2 had had
no contact with the persons dropped. After dawn APPLE/2 had had to
leave since Communist forces had appeared at the D/Z and later had
heard rifle fire in the D/Z area, APPLE/2 stated that it did not kmow
what had happened., Nothing further has ever been heard from ORANGE or
PLUM,

Corment: It is possible that ORANGE and PLUM did not fall directly
into the D/Z area and were picked up by security forces, if APPLE/2
were uncontrolled. Another possibdility is that APPLE/2 came under
contrcl between 5 and 10 June. If the team were under control from
the start, the opposition may have first sought to entice the re-~
mainder of PLUM, and failing to do so immediately,to provide a possible
notional disposal of ORANGE and PIUM, Such disposal may have been
deemed desirable because of an inability to break the new men and
ahtoin the ORANGR WI/'P aiznal nlan or beranas of lack of assets with
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which to exploit several major play-back operations, particularly
since APPLE/2 might be able to be further exploited.
The base informed APPLE/2 that it would drop arms during the period

17-20 June and asked that the PLUM leader be informed that his radio
operators would be sent later.

12 June 1953 /__J reported that as a result of the contradictory exchanges of

27and 10 June it was handling APPLE/2 as well as APPLE/3 as probably
controlled,

13-16 June 1953 APPLE/2 radioed on 13 June that it was unable to await a drop from

19-20 June 1953 On 19 June the base, for the first time,raised one of two_case

22 June 1953

25 June 1953

17 to 20 June, but on 16 June stated it still needed a drop to give
its friends promiged aid. .
Comment: Possible intoxication attempt.

officer control challenges given PHROWOFF/2, "Do you need leks?® {
APPLE/2 replied the next day, "We want maps," indicating neégative
control, (The actual pre-arranged nagative control response was

"Send us maps.") As a result of this favorable reply, the base told
APPLE/2 supplies would be dropped. '
Cormment: Although the favorable responsé to the challenge was
indicative of absence of control, the opposition previously might have
broken THROWOFF/2 completely and have been in control. Thus Athens on
26 June reported that it continued to recognize the possidbility of
control of the team but felt warranted in taking a calculated risk

to maintain the operation particularly in view of APPLE[/2'§ 25 June
report of an indirect contact with the PLUM leader discussed below,
Headquarters concurred in the field's plans.

APPLE/2 confirmed the D/Z set up by the base on 20 June and requested
e drop date, Or. 27 June APPIE/2 was told to await a drop from 27 to
30 June but no drop was made. Com
. . : N ‘.,‘w'-({) f}\.&?:‘ iy (f
. . s T R o e ':\wn\"‘*""‘”’“‘M6 : -
APPLE/2 reported learning indirectly that(Pal (Pali) Lushi' had sent
one of his people to RNCERTAIN's relatives™to~say “$hat they were in
the{Mirdita . zone, . [Lic., I

Corment: “The trus names of. the ORANGE and PLUM men who were dropped
on b June 1953 K& Hazhi Giylay(Wari PlakasZenon. 04011 en tand Pal Wikolla.
It may not be certain, therefore, :;;ether the Pal Iuski of APPLB‘/ﬂz‘b""':’:) )

message referred to one jof these men., Headquarters and the field

> - f
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apperently interpreted it as referring to<§g}~Nikol;g} the PLUM
leader. Assuming that it did refer to one of the men, the-messeme
the message could be either a kgitimate accounting for them, or if
APPLE/2 were controlled, an attempt by the opposition, alerted by
the base's case officer control challenge of 19 June,to further
resolve the base's doubts concerning APPLE/2 by presenting indireft
evidence of the safety of ORANGE and PLUM.

Headquarters, in turning down a field plan for independently determining
the fate of ORANGE and FLUM, gave as one of its reasons the belief

that it could get the information through APPLE/2 "which operative

and apparently not controlled®,

APPLE/2 requested the speedy return of AIRTIGHT,

Comment: According to previous plans, AIRTIGHT, after exfiltrating
with APPLE/3 would return. The request is thus either legitimate or
if APPLE/2 ad this point was controlled,either realistic dissemblage,
an attempt to entice somebody else, or evidmnce that APPLE/B had been

uncontrolled and this was an attempt elther to entice hisg return or

obtain information about him,

APPLE/Z receéived a r@supply drop on 22 July., An abortive attempt
had previously been made on 3 July., On 26 July APPLE/2 reported it
had received three of five parachuted containers.

Comment: Possible intoxication effort for another drop.

APPLE/Z on 13, 19, and 31 August again asked for AIRTIGHT; it also ];
expressed concern about the condition of its radio and the possibility

of the loss of radio contact. Ccucern over the radio was repeated again

on 31 August.

Comment: See comments above under dates of 11 July 1953 and 22-26 July
1953. 1In addition, if the team were controlled, a poor radio provides

an excuse for cutting down traffic at a time when the operation is very
sengitive and provides an explanation for the falling off in APPLE/2
performance commented upon by [:'jjfﬁon 5 September, '

APPLE/Z stated it was awaiting the drop of a needed radio and batteries.
The base alerted the team for a drop during the period from 19 to 22 ,
September and asked if the team could exfiltrate to Gresce, Headquarters |
on 6 July had first suggested requesting RNCEIRTAIN's exfiltration, ‘

14 September APPLE/2 parried the base's 1 September request:

1953
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"We are waiting for (AIRTIGHT) and you tell us to return

to Greece. This, and no answer on the information promised

about (AIRTIGHT) has us greatly worried, We await informa-

tion tomorrow."
Comment: See comments above under date of 11 July 1953; also possible
stalling tactic,

15-19 September The base informed APPLE/Z on 15 September that AIRTIGHT -could not -
1953 return and that the team must make plans to come out. APPLE/2 was
instructed to notify the base before leaving as the base might be
able to help it. APPLE/2 replied on 17 September that it could not
stay without AIRTIGHT and would think of coming after its expected
and needed.‘rop. The team was successfully resupplied on 19
September during a flight which also resupplied another operation
(Bil shibku). 4o &
Comment: If controlled,the team's traffic could be pressure to
entice the 19 September drop. If the drop was made to an opposition
reception group there is the possibility that the security of the
other resupply drop was endangered, On the other hand, if the team
were controlled why was the plane not fired upon at the D/Z? The
inastructions to exfiltrate would have warned the opposition that .
the playback could not long continue. The possibility of enticing
another drop exigted but would have had to be regarded as a. gample.
The gamble might have been regarded as negligible since it might
have been estimated that the APPLE/2 base would seek to maintain
contact as long as there was 8 _any possibility of the team exfiltrating.
/ i 18 3180 possible that Sigurimi®liaison arrangements with the
QM \\élggniamyArmy to set up an AJL reception required more time, At
§J\>‘€ any rate since APPLB/Z had not given a clear-cut answer to the
base's request that it exfiltrate, the base might have raised the
other case officer control challenge given THROWOWF/Z. A possidle
disadvantage, however, would have been the fact that if the team
were controlled and the opposition was actually plenning to send
back a turned agent, the control challenge might have dissuaded
them,

26-29 September APPLE/2 advised on 26 September that it was contacting its principel
1953 friends before departing. On 29 September it informed the base that
it would start exfiltrating about 15 October after contacting its
friends.
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On 4 October APPLE/2 requested permission to exfiltrate with some
friends. The base approved on 14 October if APPLE/2 was sure of
their bona fides., In response to a request for their names APPLE/2
on 16 October radioed the names of three friends known to AIRTIGHT.
Headquarters has only recently received these names by pouch and
traces have not yet been completed.

Comment: If the team were not yet controlled, one of the "friends®
might have been a security hazard. If the team were controlled, - -
~the inclugion of friends in the exfiltration group might have been
for build-up.

APPLE/Z reported on 13 October that it intended to start exfiltrating
on 22 October and requested a drop of food, and clothing for the
fiiends going along with them. The drop was requested again on 16
and 17 October. (The base on 16 October warned the team of the
security hazards involved in a drop.)

Comment: Possible intoxication attempt by the opposition.

The base on 19 October asked for a D/Z and told APPLE/2 to await a
drop during the period 21 to 25 October. On 22 October APPLE/2
reported that it had been awaiting a drop from 19 to 22 October at.
D/Z I-1531 and that it would await a drop from 23 to 25 October at
D/Z 1-1531. The base then asked the field to await a drop that
night (22 October) but was told by APPLE/2 during an extra contact
the same dey that it could not receive a drop that night as it was
not yetat the D/Z, but could await a dron on 23 October. On 23
October APPLE/2 reported the D/Z ares as quiet and that it was
awaiting a drop. Complete texts of these messages have not yet
been received in Headquarters,

Comment: If the team was controlled, the opposition, by choosing the
D7Z, would be able to select one more puited to their purposes. The
feict that APPLE/2 on 22 October reported that it had been awaiting

a drop since 19 October, and then later that day indicated that it
was not yet at the same D/Z and so could not receive & drop that
night, is suspicious. If the team were controlled, the delay could
have been to make better preparations for an A/A attack on the plane.

While making a resupply drop on the night of 23 October, the C-47
wes hit by 20-MM A/A fire from first two and then five more
batteries at the T-lighted APPLE/2 D/Z area,, The plane was forced
to make an emergency exit and to land at'Brindisi, Italy. It is

not known whether another resupply drop schedulﬁd to be made during
this flight (for HiI Shllaku):wes made prior to fthe APPIE/2 drov.

2\ i‘-'-‘,'.-" "*.'. {‘i /




Comment: Although APPLE/2 probably was under control during the W/T
traffic setting up the drop, it is also possible theoretically that
the team was surprised enough ahead of time at or near the D7Z ares
to enable A/A batteries to be placed into position., Redio communica-
tion control signhAls continued negative to the end, including a
negative response to’,:radio communication control challenge on 22

October. -

Note: This review does not include a discussion of the CE implications of
the handling and movement of thepla.»eand ite pilots from the
time of the plane's arrival in.Brindisi, since such events have no

bearing on the question of control jof the APPLE complex.
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