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_ SYNOPSIS: This dispatch contains the latest
information learned on the CATIDE D/A case which
Munich and ¢ 3 have been attempting %o, P e
moniter for the past several months., A summary - g

of facts as now known follows: In September 1964 : :
CATIDE asked for the use of a KUBARK. audio 1;s,lning

of a CATIDE D/A with his opposition case
Although CATIDE was successful untilyve'

), through the [ I
the meetings took place in Copenhagen
opposition ¢ fficer was Jo§gvaENSKY,ET
& Czech Intelligence Officer assigne "the: Czeoh:
bmbassy in Copenhagen. It also appeared £ro Infﬂ
mation passed by one CATIDE staffer to [ . T
that the case lrad UJRANDOM aspects since
suspect was allegedly the CATIDE case: of
handled the D{A being watched. It was:'th
UJRANDOM aspects of the case that wene;o

on the case. We have now learned through'
the part of a CATIDE staffer in Munich' 'th;

is Hans Erich. SCHOEREL.L .. The
officer (at.’ leaﬁt in.1960Y was.” ‘accord ; ‘ §,]

either Gerhard BARTKE. L& J TOY\QHE ~ e
_name unknown). There is nothing in the. record,hhowever,
t37iAdicate that either BARTKE or PHERMANNS:18tan opposi

tion penetration of CATIDE .Wwe note. that‘CA IDE traced
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at this point.

<

meeting came to naught,
meetings will be held elsewhere and: wh

be able to elicit any further: informatic
and whether we will be able to determini
case actually has UJRANDOM aspects app

We shall cogtinue tO‘d.H_

information.

1. Introduction:, On 2 Apr: a
for CATID: also prese nt wera’ OKUTZBACH and
from CATIDE, MLB was wnnmnanted by (O

I 1, and (&

C_ D and KUTZBACH stood to one’ side and- 1tx
MARWITZ or MOLZEN heard all that” transpired -2ine
in general conversation with
device had worked arnd KUTZBACH: Q@Jd tnetilt B
CATIDE had been unable to~ develog eurrici'

KUTZBACH sald  that thi
veillance and had therefore repofted. all’ hietmé
KUTZBACH referred;
prosing the location of the meetinss.

purposes.

ly to CATIDE.

to be noticed in order to get ridiof a peaky“
whether KUTZBACH meant the Czeoh“hnd KUTZBACH
under his breath) no, "GRAM".

.

e

D/A had’

o 5ou;'Daﬁi‘

‘When .

ju !
case officer”, KUTZBACH replied ‘that. the Danesd:

to get rid of "LENSKY" that easily.
short statements that.KUTZBACH save us most

cases.

discussed in detall with MLB 1n the past,‘we

ifying the agent and from internal file evidet 1 ' : the

GRAM fitted in every respect the D/A in this particular cage‘ﬁf;.f
The revelation of facts in this. caseiboth,u,4

and in Munich by CATIDE is a perfeot example*d’ S

NOT conduct liaison, . .

MLB Comment:

cussions in connection . with this qae.
first with PETERSEN who went ¢
location and other aspects of the case (h
nimself in the process). .
that the Czech Service.was. involved was on" SaFeb,_

@DOELLNER toxd (_
German weYre spoken,

PETERSEN had $old us.
he had not participated in any:]
not read any contact reports,

TW‘
reat lengk

The first time we were

DOELLNER was: obviousl
Then KUTZBACH:ble

had written any. In KUTZBACH'8%de

discussed the MONOGRAM pase Wit‘ﬂ'f
period of three years and may have

g ‘Whethex:
glve out information on the case ‘will probdb,
superiors become aware of the f" '

ORM

o D3c

10}
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2. Background and
figure in the case 1is
February 1913 in Dresden;:
by trade and lives in Hamburg-G B
Number 579%06. At what date SCHOEEEL s%
is not clear but it was apparently somet
by CAVATA. The case has been active sin
Subject has a sister who is married to a
to our latest information still aides,,,

BAA S LA it

the armament industry, politioal 6T80N;
general matters. He has &also been used ' as ”,ﬁ.
dead drops, has acted as an acoommodati '
gated selected individuals Suma;
the CIS. At no time has SCHOEBEL:
his being doubled by CAVATA/CATIDE' C
case with MILB on 10 February 'l Some ;
case resulting from discussions between‘CATIBQ
below:

. a) CATIDE identified SCHOEBEL to MLB on: 31 Mara
1960, — PSa LB on 31 Me

b) On 2k May 1960 KUTZBA
logical analysis of SCHOEBE

c) On 31 March 1960 KUQZBACH ala  1 cntirie
CATIDE.case officer handlingiSCHOEEEL ‘aB:Ve 204
records indicate V-1204 18

d)
case officer, who' was oonsidered by=0
petent man, did not trust SCHOEBEL bu
had yet been made to test SCHOEBEL

e) On 1 September 1960 KUTZBACH‘sa;d Ii ﬁl
progress was being made inithe case: thaththe
appeared to be withdrawing,:.-He . admitted;*ho éve
that CATIDE was providing the agent dedeption:

£) On 11 Ootober 1960 KUTZBACH :seid thal A
was convinced that the agent:iwas. dishbopest :

run a surveillance on SCHOEBEL in Ham!
had made a mysterious visit;tdo a cemeteryi:
about it SCHCOEEEL denied hehad eve: b.”,g

g) In March 1961 it w
surveilled a meeti
officer ( a new one
they had been able' to dete.
holding information,

h) On 22 June 1961 He
that their review'of the
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1) SCHOEBEL visited East ‘Berlin on.
and was instructed in radio and?SW and” Ped:
name. He was given a new Pragu _der§
address to use instead of that ‘of his Sist
This last was reported by CATIDE. ‘complétel .
as far as we can determine from:ithe file,
knew all along he had a sister in Prague’ whom
believed to be a CIS agent and although they: ‘
was in correspondence with her,:it apparentlyin mar O
to CATIDE that she was his aocommodation ad
paragraph ) above.)

J) Om

blown by UJDROWSY. ‘ 1%
case but KUTZBACH was certain that either‘h‘

k) On 8 February 1962 KUTZBACH cnanged,j”
somewhat and sald he thought tie 760

had not learned of the SCHOEEELjcase.

1) In 1962 and 1963 SCHOEEEL:began to have his meeting
in Vienna. The last thing we h#éd heard from KUTZBACH' (late

1963) was that meetings would take place 1n the future dn’
"some northern country"

N7

m) Over the course of the- period 1961-64w'
shown photographs of varilous Cls(offioers,whomm“j
good reason to believe were invelved in -theSCH

but in most instances he falled. to come up:witk
identific:a.tion. 3

n) CATIDE is on record as late as July 1964-that they .
were still in touch with SCHOEBEL. They have never advised :
us of any conclusion of the case,

3. Key Questions to be Resolved'

a)

C.,
i

Who was the CATIDE offio f who. tolq El‘%

furthermore an individual about'ﬁhom KUBARK
years before? (ODCA 12606, € November. 1964,

b) Did the story given by the CATIDE. atarrer to C;_“‘_
1ctually correspond with the fgots in the

there appears to have been no othe
to the case than a D/A whose bon

I a CATIDE,gtaffer is the re:
is he?

4. Comments ‘on Paragraph be
course, that theorizing can be mos
we present some of the possibilit
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APPROVED: _

N L

C 1 .".
in Copenhagen. It was presumably at thisd’t

the CETIDggstaffers drank too much and talk dﬁ%
this point KUTZBACH appears to bBe the most:like
because he has full background.knowledge on’ ‘the
meetings, ete) and has been in liaison with'
other CE cases) longer than any ‘of the others;
was more likely to be aware of ‘our having 1nf
about one of their own officers

FORSA

nothing in our records to indiogte that therc
officer, known to KUBARK as responsible for .

or by KUBARK. In this connection we found a oohtr ‘tiar
as to who SCHOEBEL's CATIDE case officer actuall '18._.:-‘ x
to the SCHOEBEL file the case officer was V-1204 218
BARTKE C; 7., BARTKE lives iri Hamburg and
of CATIDE's Dienststelle 11 but_his activity in. t
always been connected with positive operations’ di 1
the Soviet Zone. In checking through the Dienstste \11 rile
we learned that in 1961 SCHOEEEL was riun by Dieriststelle. 11
and that his case officer was OHERMANN. We have a carded
reference to an @HERMANN who was believed to be working 'in-
Hamburg for Dienststelle 11 in 1958, He was desoribed as .
being born about. 1918, round face, scar at right temple,"

dark blond hair, \5'8" tall, 170.1bs., Stook rigure,“
glasses., There whs no V-number&lisbed.~: 8¢

w
Hamburg, In view of our findings we believe: thatithe .drumk
CATIDE staffer's story was even: more garbled ¢ 1t appeare
on the surface and that SCHOEBEL's CATIEE‘oaBe ffio b o
probably not the one under. 1nve8tigation. e

¢) In view of the evidenoe to date we
another theory for the story told by the - bogs) d
staffer. If the staffer in queétion was in eed"
is almost certain that he was in ‘a position:
KUBARK suspicions of both UJDBEADFUL and @D 3
may have wished to embellish g"¢ase. that re i
important and made up a story that was basigal
one which had nothing to do with the SCHOEEEI
is no evidence that UJDREADFUL ever had. a .
the case, but @DR. SCHREITER did; especiall:
deception material given to the agen
that there was no love lost between. ;
so that the former might not beiadversei

always possible that CATILE 31
gation and is too embarrassed 2
whom we suspected to be work '
difficult to see, how oW
can contribute in anya.way:

be grateful for anv addition
elicit from the ([ :3_
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