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MEMORANDUM FOR: D3puty Director for Operatlons M,\
Deputy DlDeCED?\FOI Admlnlstratlon ﬂAS
ATIN: Director orESecurlty jﬂmf gﬁi/
FROM: L 2 Py, e
Office of General Counsel %U,Noéog
SUBJECT: Department of Juslice Document Rights - a)fpnj
Tseherim Soobzokov ‘

1. The Office of Special Investigations, Criminal
Division, Department of Justice has requested permission to
use six documents in the possession of the Agency in the

prosecution of denaturalization proceedings against one

: ASTHowes ComprIBint TOCHmMm IS
Tscherim Soobzokov. These documents, supplied by Soobzokov
e U NOEN COVEN-

to DDO staff oFficersAand polygraph reports prepared by the

nscuss:mn AMD RELEASED BY
CENTRAL ISTELLIGERCE ABERCY
SATI WARCRIMES BISCLOBSURE ALY

SOBRCESHETHODSEXEMPTIOK 3476
CBATE 2807

Of fice of Security, are solely within the possession of CIA
The circumstances‘gzgznggg the acquisition of this material
involve still sensitive operations and the identity of
personnel who are still under cover._ This Office has been

w0 o, ©
informed by the D## that the identification of these individuals

Y77 2 R 2
as CIA employees could pﬁ%&eﬁﬂ@éy be expected to cause
ﬂidespread damage to other, unrelated operations. Additionally,
the Office of Security has interposed an objection to the
declassification and reléase of the polygraph material 322"-/

palicy.grounds, citing the potential chilling effect such a

release might have on future source§§);nd the threat of

disclosure of polygraph methodolgy.i

~—pelicy of releasing detaile~sfpalygraphintepyiews.

Because of these concerns, and f e s given below, ‘

It~&@-th€~&prnrnn~e$7lﬁls Of fice?that C ot e

ZoLEmE ;Gnum~ é?ED

Kpf any of the requested documents at trial er_disecevery:
2. The Office of Special Investigations has requested

that six Agency documents be made available for its use in

the Soobzokov denaturalization case. Although 0SI would

7»:%%*

44+ke 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

e
interests. This would include using versions of the

documents, using the documents only at discovery, or attempting

s
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to introduce the documents with something less than a full

foundation. However, the sensitivity of the circumstances

Sptncuworvs o ‘
S I the Agency's acquisition of these documents

forcloses the pdssibility publicly admitting to the

existence of these documents in our files)mlleﬂ/'“”ﬂy%"#%‘/—-

Document )

3. GSiI-haspequestedpermIssiomr—to—vee—adooumerrt
W/}S mcqmﬁf v Appnni o 0 AN 079{0)!. Genmars m)cmm\':’"

P SO T2 W U
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e—BP8—fites dated December 30, 1942,%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

| 7 - o <)
German-controlled police forcé e original of this .
document was presented to CIA staff officer ¢ a ¢~vLa1E
1 s lay )

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

original to Scobzokov. The copy, withAdo?Qmentéticrl FVTtor LETRELISI I

the chain of custody from Soobzokov to the present custodian

1s 1n the DDO files.
" Stnnohapid )
4. The unique circumstances edmmorTTy i&rs acquisition
of this document preclude its use at trial. DDO files

indicate that when Soobzokov turned the document over to

C Ain 1952JSQZP20k0v was not witting of C ‘A's true
aTiouch ke Kuew T ber Fms mnmy
employmentd (O ' _

-
1 .) However, é;éer file entries

indicate that Soobzokov was probably made witting of ¢ d's
Ar 4 Laren DaTE E
CIA employment.and—éﬁa{‘Soobzokov was definitely made

witting that & . 31 's Deputy, L .- . A, who
handled Soobzokov in L - 2's absence, was a CIA employee, #iw >%47
L Jrre [T 1 gsorey oome U a

Therefore, 1ﬂnr1nﬁHr1ﬁgﬁmmgibax—SGﬂbfwkvV”TE—ﬁWEF?*tﬂat~E+A

ST TS DOCuMinT Gipy AMEES, STORRICAls v S SotImE” THRT 1Y Lo S Predicsp } SLo A
Sonp , oy .

-, Acan&dtng%y.d%y attempt to conceal

the source of the document from Soobzokov would be futilg,&»#év ATCQHA4/
b cltan Yy ETEBLINO BT INE DockwysT orqanrey froEadre, ,

, ﬂDM8MBL7—Me-fﬂﬂﬂﬂf‘ﬁﬁfﬁ&%—ﬁgﬁiﬂpﬂbTTC Blscrﬁggre~ﬁ€~%he : o
ﬁl‘ 0878 W*M#w ABVER, , B W s BEES M Fhmae TN Cop &S o IE wrctin T EPIgI

P gt Arrino Wt DIS » w Joograoior.
;;ﬂﬁ:)\“chain of custody of this do ument withoufvgﬁrfaglng C |
w
24 R e,
wggi? , as the original recipient; we cannot identify T Adas The——
aﬂ;s“, .
8 € receipient wiﬁkput disclosing his Agency affiliation. We

have been informed by the DDO that such disclosure could
02 i Budiahend
: o fe 8

have the following effects: ﬁﬂiﬁu-r

1) &
' ' J'y would have a serious 1mpact
on our relatins with the local government, notwith-
standing the fact that the incident occurred
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2) It would imperil our ability to deny tdrat the
existence of such a presence in other case5

3) An association of £ 3 with CIA would
SEme I TIVE any | SHEERFUL RECQUTMENT S
imperil the'Projectsﬂwith which he was associated

§ \)
Jgisx in his career. We have been informedfthat
&0 \ t 2 maintained [ T cover
| throughout his career and has retired under that
§ \ s s nise a53M poflanso Tanf,

cover. JFollowing his assignment in & 2, & =

was assigned to a sensitive g T

which to date has had no open relationship with

- , )
CIA. Breaking ¢ 17s £ 3MTeover could reasonably
‘ A
. be expected to jeopardize the cover of this still
;5,.::7»6’ o
ext ant) OPSAER

~— AoSziT G o ?%”;L

5. 'These cjircumstances place CIA in a xesy vulnerable
TUE DOCH wva ’} COAMNT OE /470 vhedD uzm P D ,éwmr <:/7.vr cAh sy 43/ Cha DI,

position if the document is used at trial.’llf the document

is proferred under ajcloud of secrecy, Soobzokov may very
YOEY maILLD

well seize the opportunity to blackmail the Government,

using the information he knows about [T o, C, 1 and the

YA 1 operations; or in the alternative, Soobzokov

e

may refaliate by actually disclosing the information he
'possesses.ﬂ Accordingly, the only ﬁgzgzggrcourse of actin
would be to aveid using the document in any manner,vthus
avoiding the problem of disclosure on the part of the
Government, and the threat of blackmail or retaliation on

the part of Soobzokov.*V

*¢ Soobzokov does not seem presently disposed to\attempt any
blackmail or graymail against the Aﬁgncy. Apparently, he
believes that CIA will maintain the confidentiality of hde ABamansu

S TOSUERI ST o Asrm . . . . . N BB dwi s
and is willing“to

keep his knowledge of confidential information out of the

public domain.
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Document 2 %n

6. This document, which refers to Soobzokov as a military
commander, was delivered to 'l A 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
thét support the Government's contention that he was a
member of the German SS. Because the interview was conducted
overseas, and in conjunction with Scobzokov's use in cperational
activities, CIA cannot permit a full epes foundation to be
léid for this document. Also, because the full text of the
document would reveal the identities of intelligence sources
and reveal the methodonlogy used in conducting the polygraph
interview, we canhot permit theZMT;::“”wJof an unredacted

version of the report. O0SI has agreed in principle to use

the material in redacted form and to attempt to interoduce

ceondy

the document with a less t?an full foundation. Besed—orm oOUT

5 he Office of Security, id=weuld
aT Agrecs o
~—gppear pussiblte—te release the polygraph report in the

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
subseG@pnt to an interview with a Security Officer;
,-c—:g«ncs’ /L-)‘
c) that no eeferable be made to the use of the
(B . .
polygraph,‘%n the location and circumstances

Jnnolp-vrnb ) .
summori-Ag the interview; <»p

d) ek that the Government would interpose a claim
of states secrets privilege for all information
withheld and sought to be disclosed by the

Defendant.

8. Had the ¢00 not interposed its concern over the disclosure

of identifies of personnnel who dealt with Soobzokov, this proposal
Ornnes
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. might have merit. However, this partial openlng of the door
is not consistent with the position that the @gency must
take with respect to the @p0 material. If we must absolutely
refuse to permit the use i&4materlal directly connected with
andl the brodine B8 CrA [prdaBnel o L 3
T T and [ nr we must 1nterpose the same objection to
the use of material that is indirectly connectd 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.

ReFus€
Accordingly, we must refine to permit b&%;use in any manne
“ . T

of Document 3 at trial.

Document 4

. . This dgocument dated 23 February 1956 is iﬁ*ﬁﬂéba#%gﬁ-
¢'CauA~au,4szuL@au4€ Y ¢”[; ‘J

po
report prepared by a thlrdystaff officer,
Sobty pé

-}, following an 1nterv1eﬁ41n the United States. At the

time of the interview Soobzokov was not engaged in any ,
45&04L/%@adﬁ¢14,0A44"81,uha/”“- - el oirre R #EARR UL
activity for LIAN Although the file does not indicate
Res
whether Peters met Soobzokov in (he name or in alias, it
-appears likely that Li dused some form of military cover.
c Jdresigned from the Afency in 1962 and his present
whereabouts are unknown. The only other individual who
. _ A
dealt with Soobzokov at this time“did so in alias and under
&
military cover. Taken égg;e, this document could be used at
trial, albeit in redacted form, and without the full foundatian
normally required for admission of documents. The document
would be used in sanitized form, identified as a report
&4 13- Ffr st

received in the course of an-interview conducteq4 ithin the
United States. However, the name of the individual who
wrote the document would not be identified, and authgenticity
would be based solely on the statements of the/ﬁDU custadian

of records that the document was méintained in the normal

course of Agency business.
Document 5

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

FHAT NRD RYPERNED w7 Herm: SEEW0 L 577 ] S

discrepancies in his biography -that—hed=appeared-through’+he

/42 the time he wrote this biography, Soobzokov haq been

. OO lLepg SLIEL)IG /ﬂ:«,'?u/b :
dismissed as a contract employee.? Soobzokov apparently knew

prepared by Soobzokov in an attempt to clear TF~¥cwrse /Xéex a%76#/ﬂf

he was dealing with CIA at the time, although he was contacted
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by one officer _in aliss, under military cover, and a second
(ot .
of ficer with ucssstzxﬂ’status. This document contains

personal information only and, taken on its own, it is -
releasable in full text in the an;//ﬁ»'original and English

Pomnso TG0 et IWE
translation, Hewewer, the full circumstances summeostrrg the

Lths AT
of the doéﬁ;ent coUutd-rel e used-for foundation. The ﬁDO
has indicated that it would have no objection to statements
to the effect that the bibgraphy was received from Soobzokav
by CIA in the United States, and would attest that it had
been maintained within pDU files since its receipt. However,
the ¢DU is not prepared to permit the release of the name of
the recipient or of the details summoning the receipt.
© Ao vy
11. This document as the others cannot be treated in isolatian,

ng )7 .
aég,poses the same potential for disclosure. If CIA releases this

document, Soobzokov may be moved to disclose the identities

of individlals and details of operations he was made privy

towm%w 8 Koy CIR CmppretantEds.

z

Document &

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 fuld disclose polygraph methodology. Although in an

A glymnom:m"
isolated”this document could be released subject to the
v 7’»»7&”\7
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
of,ﬁ:’individuah, and the potential for blackmail or retaliatory
disclosure dictates against the release of any CIA documents.
This concern applies dir%@ly to documents 1 and 2 which ape-
were received by the individual&whose identié; we must still
protect. This concern appies /¥ 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

Y

should also be withheld.




