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use six documents in the possession of the Agency in the

prosecution of denaturalization proceedings against one
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Department of Justice Document Rights -
Tseherim Soobzokov

	

Division, Department of Justice has requested permission to w	 co

00 4.44A.1,0)
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ag	 401.1
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Tscherim Soobzokov. These documents, supplied by Soobzokov 	 — t
-6,erle I/Noel) covel.--	 tes

LUto DDO staff officers and polygraph reports prepared by the	 0. C-4

A	 44,/
C41 M

1-+-1

Office of Security, are solely within the possession of CIA.= 	 exl	 O'

4Poeno.r.A.4:Y.
The circumstances	 the acquisition of this material

involve still sensitive operations and the identity of

personnel who are still under cover. This Office has been
DA-A42(.1,0-14--b7 4;(,„

informed by the *101 that the identification of these individuals
VAN6,4**1

as CIA employees could	 y be expected to cause

Widespread damage to other, unrelated operations. Additionally,

the Office of Security has interposed an objection to the

Amwwww/
declassification and release of the polygraph material -84014

p.aIlz.y.....gmsau.v4, 44., citing the potential chilling effect such a

release might haVe on future sources and the threat of

disclosure of polygraph methodolggly,i4-414-e—Aletty—adap.t-e4-1.

0	 I •

Because of these concerns, and f91444e.

TOw44:774-1•	 4,011
Office ? hat C

ZeA.14r 	 fra 4.16

1-af any of the requested documents at tria

2.	 The Office of Special Investigations has requested

that six Agency documents be made available for its use in

the Soobzokov denaturalization case. Although OSI would
to have the documents made available on an unconditional

basis, it has agreed to use the documents subject to any

conditions we must impose in order to protect the Agency's

interests.	 This would include using	 versions of the

s given below,
d24.-e.kze-0-14-4‘. 41Pwe 4t.qJ

not prerMlL the use

documents, using the documents only at discovery, or attempting_
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witting that El	 1 's Deputy, ,	 1, who

to introduce the documents with something less than a full

foundation. However, the sensitivity of the circumstances

Jerg-e404441.424o4
-s-ammtrnt-rm the Agency's acquisition of these documents

forcloses the possibility publicly admitting to the

existence of these documents in our files mitelAriat447171"eot.
.7b0c44,1gx.7.)

I	 ..t.
7;W tfottir"ar	 kle AA? Ogust. GOnnav• Voeals.„79-

-1:1-t-.144a.04.....i.44—t-44-e-4314343—f-r-l-e-s dated December 30, 1942,1 which	 •

refers to Soobzokov as Chief of the Field Police. This

document directly supports several counts •in the Government's

complaint against Soobzokov and is apparently the only

documentary evidence that Soobzokov was a member of a

3 .

German-controlled police forc e original of this

document was presented to CIA staff officer tl	 j kv-t-ic
uro-LAQ4044

by Soobzokov in late 1952, who copied it and returned the

original to Soobzokov.	 The copy, with
4
do umentaticn 45.0,2.10,#6:207.244av1s

the chain of custody from Soobzokov to the present custodian

is in the DDO files.

457014019400W4,. ,)
4.	 The unique circumstances e44..prtffrom+r-rg "Mei-acquisition

of this document preclude its use at trial '. DDO files

indicate that when Soobzokov turned the document over to

1952))oybzokov was not witting of C.
4410011(A 144• X"irkl L.	 4.PYnbff.v.t.p7br

employmentil (C

3's true

/otot
a.) However, iintcr file entries

indicate that Soobzokov was probably made witting ofC
lure sr

CIA employment . o.cd-4-19,-t 4 Soobzokov was definitely made

handled Soobzokov in E. 	 absence, was a CIA employee/ -.. MerT-

L	 julAtifeb awns, C	 1

Therefore,' -
#1•4. 74/AS .2)eckrAvo, 4rern" frr, crapereok,o4.• •*"..,./..fura74.ws- 7.ror 	 ,7erraik'ed-4,	 igtir	 _	 tr

"14316-eZ-±-12-e—d-Ge4iff}eftt" . Ic.a.a.rdmg-1-yAiny attempt to conceal

the source of the document from Soobzokov would be futile .0...444 xrc..492,
4c. 04-4)17 ArratrkAlirit• mylr mr zbe-404PPm7'- erAm rib ird..‘6*,411PC .

C 1 S C
ilkvleer f.e...P AL ...1m irt, 7*0- Ava, Alf 0,7-Are• An,IIi. 7 ery,67

mr ADO iv-. „0.4.1tAr 6047131,4.-01".

...	 . .___
oic-',•(	 as the original recipient; we cannot identify C	 21 a-rfi-e"----
r.40.d-a "v a-1- 1 	.

,-Je 3 -■ -
Od)-10	 receipient wifilout disclosing his Agency affiliation. We

have been informed by the DDO that such disclosure could
f,"-ro,r•!--,"

have the following effects:	 lat.ba. i

1)	 C.=

would have a serious impact
on our relations with the local government, notwith-
standing the fact that the incident occurred

flç rp-t•to
gef fr%, 1	 chain of custody of this d o ument without surfacing L
0940'
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2) It would imperil our ability to deny ttrat the

existence of such a presence in other cases

3) An association of e!-.	 with CIA would
6-0,454 Tote	 4-06/4 s ttcesosPvc A'74wart1ew75

imperil the oprojects o. with which he was associated

.	 67 la Pv
in his career. We have been informed4that

n maintained CI
	 I cover

throughout his career and has retired under that
1,v5 pavs" 4/64 4ir101 JulonnS.0 r)001.,

cover. okFollowing his assignment in

was assigned to a sensitive c

which to date has had no open relationship with
)

Breaking c	 l's C a tr";‘cover could reasonably

be expected to jeopardize the cover of this still

extant","""ml-
A/SrAT Cri (4).1 -5',

5.	 These circumstances place CIA in a ..rowie-y, vulnerable
71/Ir 270(11 povA '7" 00,0•47- At A477,0 at* elf?,	 4SM	 .4,Are	 4-74-„,„rAs fro),

position if the document is used at trial. /l If the document

is proferred under a cloud of secrecy, Soobzokov may very
1.41.-Ey ,v'"

well seize the opportunity to blackmail the Government,

using the information he knows about z	 c,	 land the
21 operations; or in the alternative, Soobzokov

may retaliate by actually disclosing the information he

4femsresrs
possesses.	 Accordingly, the only pri...e4

t-r-
.e.frt course of actibn

would be to avoid using the document in any manner, thus

avoiding the problem of disclosure on the part of the

Government, and the threat of blackmail or retaliation on

the part of Soobzokov."'

*4 Soobzokov does not seem presently disposed to attempt any

blackmail or graymail against the Adency. Apparently, he

believes that CIA will maintain the confidentiality of .44-€4,4454.7)p,Anek...7
Pfknreor‘rou. 0.4 "viol	 Ay7070.4.

and is willing-ft°

keep his knowledge of confidential information out of the

public domain.

4 OArc-hr.kme---a K c." :VI. C/1'.
dfr,71-4v..../.0/.44-s- or erliNdl&)1_ 210.40,44,7 icArer

4... Wohr i7 -44-sk/,•te #szr,,,, 11/1 IA.,
et, 414.• Iflosra,r)*v. isrecs 	 7elfrol' Get' ,d4.... C.	 4 4- r4. fr,#r...)/71-4.40,0-7- 76,e•p-c isi,c,Jos-i
di 7--A*04,gs-- A, 4 C:	 __1 474t-i2))...) C.	 . . '. .1° 4 4.-er. t .,

Cs. r;b,,,44--- 7, *0 e."6-.1. ore E.	 Zs 4'4 .4 i).-sr le7 0-7— ‘17---enriri7-44$2. -..4 47 *Ap<0771,45--, JZfromec 07/4 74.-.45Ap,
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the document with a less than full foundation. &fts-ed—o-n—mTif
„of0)0),

Office of Security, i14.---..*eid-4-4
cz-,/

—sp-p-Fur—Fum-s-i-b-1-e-4 release the polygraph report in the

Document 2

6.	 This document, which refers to Soobzokov as a military

commander, was delivered to L	 at the same time as

Document 1. The same reasons which precluse the use of that

document apply to document 2.

DOcument 3

7.	 This document dated March 9, 1953 is a report of a

polygraph interview conducted by the Office of Security

overseas. The report documents statements made by Soobzokov

that support the Government's contention that he was a

member of the German SS. Because the interview was conducted

overseas, and in conjunction with Soobzokov's use in operational

activities, CIA cannot permit a full wow/ foundation to be

laid for this document. Also, because the full text of the

document would reveal the identities of intelligence sources

and reveal the methodology used in conducting the polygraph
24./7710.004.took)•

interview, we cannot permit the 491kg= 	 of an unredacted

version of the report. OSI has agreed in principle to use

the material in redacted form and to attempt to introduce

following form and subject to the followirg conditions;

a) that this document be used in redacted form only;

b) that it be identified as a report made

subs4nt to an interview with a Security Officer;

rt4.4 mg c
c) that no P-e-Fel-a-b4be made to the use of the

004
polygraph,,x1 the location and circumstances

45144417,40olvb
su.m.o.p....1-Rg the intervieo

d) e-,196L that the Government would interpose a claim

of states secrets privilege for all information

withheld and sought to be disclosed by the

Defendant.

. Had the ODO not interposed its concern over the disclosure

of identifies of personnnel who dealt with Soobzokov, this proposal

Ornsittrifs
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might have merit. However, this partial opening of the door
is not consistent with the position that the AAncy must
take with respect to the •D0 material. If we must absolutely
refuse to permit the use of material directly connected with

Am4 t	 <7.4* p04044140u.4.t elyn-

land z-	 a, we must interpose the same objection to
the use of material that is indirectly connecd with them.
Just as our attempts to conceal the source of documents 1
and 2 may trigger action on Soobzokov's part, the use of
these statements may very well result in the same reaction.

upwrAccordingly, we must re4-411-e to permit tegruse n any manne
of Document 3 at trial.
Document 4

This document dated 23 February 1956 is 4062Flpaigiggot.i.0423
60t.t.‘"Zi.u.	 -41.442 041-6-40e--areport prepared by a third staff officer,

It	 44A...0014, Sootr,j, following an interview in the United States. At the4
time of the interview l_Soobzokov was not engaged in any

	

6404. 44r0,	rg-er..4-ce2	 taw (1-44.
activity for CIA / Although the file does not indicate

61:
whether Peters met Soobzokov in the name or in alias, it

-appears likely that L	 lused some form of military cover.

..resigned from the AAncy in 1962 and his present
whereabouts are unknown. The only other individual who

410
dealt with Soobzokov at this time /did so in alias and under

ater=fmilitary cover. Taken	 , this document could be used at
trial, albeit in redacted form, and without the full foundation
normally required for admission of documents. The document
Would be used in sanitized form, identified as a report
received in the course of an •interview conducted within the
United States. However, the name of the individual who
wrote the document would not be identified, and auth/Yenticity
would be based solely on the statements of the )h0 custodian
of records that the document was maintained in the normal
course of Agency business.
Document 5

10.	 This document, dated October 1958 by Soobzokov, was

prepared by Soobzokov in an attempt to clear 1795;;Feagir-c.... /4/ rehe&iiziam
7-44/7/oza Avp-Ar.v.aa	 4.1217A3-11A) J-70-6-,"

discrepancies in his biography-t4.1.L.-484.apiiimi*o-r-exi-4m_ou41 449-es
It the time he wrote this biography, Soobzokov had been

4010A-Ard1452W6WAPP/74...,7r.dismissed as a contract employee./ Soobzokov apparently knew
he was dealing with CIA at the time, although he was contacted

SECRET	 •
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by one officer in a,li s, under military cover, and a second
491,4-12,-1-,

officer with,troc***m441 status. This document contains
r•	 A	 .

personal information only and', taken on its own, it is

releasable in full text in the Craik. original and English.
9031/00"	

ci44.6-27)1(14
translation. .64.eir-ee-r, the full circumstances slommo,r+r-g. the

/	 1,44.hir A,4r
of the do umentwhatvio—Ro.t.ilm, used.for foundation. The ,6D0

has indicated that it would have no objection to statements

to the effect that the bitgraphy was received from Soobzokov

by CIA in the United States, and would attest that it had

been maintained within yin files since its receipt. However,

the 00 is not prepared to permit the release of the name of

the recipient or of the details summoning the receipt.
, Ay, tottA)

11. This document as the others cannot be treated in isolation,

AS fir
ai:14 poses the same potential for disclosure. If CIA releases this

document, Soobzokov may be moved to disclose the identities

of individbals and details or operations he was made privy

t 0 .4a...4" • ;a42	 e044,04 15 416.0 c

Document 6

12. This is the report of the final polygraph interview

with Soobzokov in 1959. 	 It, unlike the 1953 interview, was

conducted within the United States, However, it also cannot

be released in full text, and also contains information

which cl°Uld disclose polygraph methodology. Although in an
4

isolated thisthis document could be released subject to the
A) ppIrtskl

conditions discussed4above, our previously stated concern

over the release of any CIA information applies and we

advise against release.

13. In summary, the continued sensitivity of the identity

ftvo
of ..15-e individuals, and the potential for blackmail or retaliatory

disclosure dictates against the release of any CIA documents.

c
This concern applies direpy to documents 1 and 2 which „a.F-e--

were received by the individuaa.whose identit/ we must still

protect. This concern appies 6,014 less emphasis to Document

3. The remaining documents, which could be released in part

in isolated cases, also bear the seeds of danger and therefore

should also be withheld. 	
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