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30 October 1952

701 25, 25.404
FROM: 25.50/c
SUBJECT: UJ DRFADFUL * PAFT II

1. Fert I of this report was a sucmary of all UJ DREADFUL biographical
‘data lmown to us. It was rainted out that the three facts which tend to
confirm " 3/9 analysis of his ypolygrach findings are the following:

A. UJ DREADFUL remained in the Okergrund-Bodenbach (CSR) area
vhen the Red Army occupied this area, despite the fact that he had been an NSDAP
party member, as well as a member of the SS and SD.

~

B, Arreoted in Mey 1945, UJ DREADFUL vas taken to Pirna and there

- released in Octobter 1945. The release, he claims, resulted from cardiac

impairment induced by auto-suggestion. He further élaims to know nothing more
about the locatior of his mother and two brothers, who were at home at the tipe
of his arrest.

C. The year 1946 remains a conspicuous gap in UJ DREADFUL' s
curriculum vitae (he first joined ZIFFFR in 1947). He claims to have been
epgaged in founding a wood-working business during this year.

2. The presernt {and concluding) section of the report consists of an
analysis of UY DRFADFUL's operations in an attenpt to determine the extent to
vhich his operational record confirms or contradicts 2 =) janalysis. This
study of operetions, it should be noted, could not, be oonclualve at best and
is further weakened by the facts that FOB records ere insufficiently detailed
for the purpose and most of vhat we lmow about UJ DRFADFUL!s operations since
be assumed his present position comes from himself. Nevertheless, the few
operations which tear upon the point at issue and about which our information
does pot <erive exclus:.vely from subject are herewith presented.

3. The following episodes may be viewed ag evidence tending to support
c 11g findings.
a. On 18 July 1951 UJ DREADFUL asked 25.50/C whether the latte-

could be of aseistante in finding employment with Radio Free Furope for
Reinhold FFRSCHE, former administrative and clerical worker om the GV E staff,

- (FROSCHE was born 2 May 1897 either in Reichenberg or in Meffersdorf-Sud, CSR.

A ZIPPER drop list of 28 June 1951 lists him as released on 30 March 1951

because his work as an administrative clerk vas unsatisfactory., Colomel Goetz,
ina memo of 26 June 1952, terms FORSCHE "unstable, erratic, and uncooperative
toward Americans". A Berlin Documents Center check showed that PORSCYE had

held NSDAP rarty niiber 6693694, and that he entered the party on 1 November 1938,
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a date which surpests that he, 1like UJ DEFADFUL, hed earlier been a merter

of the Suaetendeutsc e Partei. (Field Comment: This suprosition, and UJ-
DR"ATFUL!'s attempt to intercede in his behalf, suggest in twrn that the two
men knew eech other in the Sudetengau and that UJ TRTADFUL may have trought
FORSGHE into ZIFITT.) UJ DRFADPUL further statad that FCRTC!E had already
made application for RFE ewployment end that his spomsor in this matter was
Frofessor Jinos STCIFAY-STITZ, vho was alrcady employed by 7FE and who (07—
DREADFUL ad-ed) was known as en agent of the French IS. (Field Comment;

Both MGLA~1576, 23 ¥arch 1950, and e GV G report of 20 May 1950 list smwu-
STITZ as a French intelligence agent.)

(1) 2s. 50/C stated that he had no contact with RFE and that
even if he could somehow find a way to recormend FOREZCHE, he saw no reason
vhy RFE should not regard FORTCHE's attempt to get vork there as a penctration
attempt by ZIFFFR.

{2) UJ DFEADFUL replied that if he were to attempt penetration;
he would nok-do so through an e.(-ZIVFi-'RI"‘E and that in any case he wvas in &
position to @tain far better information about RFE than could te provided by
a clerk like FORSCHE, (Field Comment: This info was forwarded to MCB in
M &, 25 July 1951; PORSCFE vas not recomrended faor employment. )

b. Stanislav 7ATNZ (brother of Frantisek FHINZ, alies Dr. Jcsef
URBAN of Operation SCHEMIA fare) was living. in the CSR in 191.7. Ho established
contact (probably a smuggling arrangement) with three ren living in Bavaida
neer the Czech botder, These men are Karl FOITA, a border policeman named
fou MURRA, and fnu ERADACE. (Field Comment: ' FCB has no racord of FOTTA or
FURRASBRADACE, however, is undoubtedly identical with Emil BRADATSE, Fassman-~
sreuth 81, wbo was a Baverjian border policeman in 194f apd who was also &
Forscher (tnoug,h not so-listed to us by ZIFFFR) for UJ DRRADFUL. The lstter
point is established by the fact that it wvas Emil BRADATSH' who brought together
Walter GEIF'L (later a Residentura leader in GV E) and UJ DRTADFUL. In 1947,
through EPADATSH, HATHZ met UJ DRFADFUL, who recruited him epnd gave him two minor
assigoments [a test run procuring Czech zagazines and then a minor Sovzome task).
In November 1947 UJ DRTADFUL gave Stanislav HAINZ his third essigmment, which
wvas to look up "the Chief of the secret detective office,.Mr. (fau) KALAUNFK,
in Prahe-Strasnice. (Field Comment: A1l possible spelling variants checked,
no record FOB). UJ DRTADFUL stated that KALAUNFR was highly relieble. (It
should also be mentioned that in August 1947 UJ DRTADFUL gave HAINZ a German
Kennkorte made out under an slias.) Purpcse of the RAINZ-KATAUNFR meeting
was to establish what had haprened to an unidentified "femele partisen member"
who had wvorked for UJ DREADFUL, had made crossings near Domazlice, and eg
supposed to have been arrested by the STB during a crossing. HAINZ met KATAUNER
in Prague. The latter stalled HAIMZ, saying he wieched BATNZ to. carry somse
material back to UJ DRFATFUL - material which first had to be assembled. Some
days later the two men met at the Hotel Grav Petra Oszobozitele St., by appoint-
ment, KALAUNER, however, was accompanied by " four members of the State
Security", who promptly arrested HATNZ while KALAUNFR weiked calrly eway,
HAINZ was taken to Bartolomijske ulize (Field Comment: an SKB jail), where he:
was interrogated and beaten repeatedly. Afte. two doys he was handed over to
fnu RIPA of the Ministry of the Interior (i.e., STE). RIPA asked DATNZ %o
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double; the lmtter "agrced", was released, and returncd irmediately to Fassmarne-
reuth, where he tolé the full s=tory to UT DRVADFUL and Merma:n WOUDFAX. The

SKB interrogators had claired to HADNZ, during his interrogetion, that they already
knew for whon he worked, how he had gotien a German Kennkarte, and vhere -

(on the Germen side of the border) that Kennkarte was hidden,

(1) The above story is rart of an account written by Frantisek
HAINZ in 1950 for MCE. Through a certain "Erich" MCBR was then interested in
recruiting Frantisek HAINZ, who (elong with tanislav) had by then been dropred
by ZIFFFR. (Field Corment: MOE did mot pursue this intention further after
receirt of traces.) It should be realized that Frantisek HATYZ was very bitter
about ZIFFER generally and UJ DRFATFUL particularly (he even wrote letters to
President Truman) for cutting him off. His eccount of his lrother's arvest,
therefore, cannot be consideréd impartial. And even if URBAN was telling MOB
the truth in 1950 !incidentally, he never states or implies that UJ DEFADFUL
betrayed his trother), the fect remeins that neither Stanislav mor Frantisek
HAINZ regarded UJ DRTADFUL as responsible at the time of the axrest. Stanislav

immediately came to Germany to tell UJ DRVADFUL what had heppened. Frantisek

also crossed 1llegally, looldng for his brother; he found him in UJ RFADFUL's
company and hirself promptly agreed to go to work for UJ DPFADFUL, Both brothers
then went back to the CSR and worked for UJ DRTADFUL as agents—-in-place until
March 1948, when they were forced to flee.

(2) Had the Czech IS received its information about Stanislav's
false Kennkarte from UJ DREADFUL, it would scarcely have revedled its kmowledge-
pointing straeight to DREADFULsyto HAINZ and then sent him back to Cermany.

Nor would UJ DREADFUL have been. likely to risk his (theoreticel) penetration -
he was then a GV leader - for the sake of small potatoes like Stanislav H4AINZ.

(3) Likelier Eypotheses are (1) that Stanislav, an inexperienced
agent, made groses errors which caused his own arrest and then twisted the facts
to cover up; (2) that someone other than UJ DRFADFUL (noteably RKALAUNFR, who
may have turned since DRFADFUL Jmew him and may also bhave caused the STE arrest
of the "female partisan”) was the worm in the apple; (3) that Frantisek HAINZ,
writing the story three yesrs later and full of hatred for UJ DREADFUL, dis-
torted the facts.

(4) Another possibility, however, is that UJ DREADFUL was indeed
workdng for the Czech IS in 1947 and was the source of their information about
Stanislav HEKINZ but that he became so frightened by the Czechs bungling of the
case (for if this hypothesis were correct, the Czechs were vervy stupid indeed)
that it was at this point that he decided to play it straight with 2IFFEK and
vith us, :

¢, There is one vpoint of confirmation for the HATIZ trothers' story.
The attachment to MP-91, dated 19 March 1952, mentions a fru RIFA as a member of
Dept. 2-1, tinistry of the Interior, and states that he is now in charge of ths
training of agents sent outside the CSR on positive missions. Moreover, a leo
FIPA, Cerchovska 4, Prarue, attempted to recruit one Hans ULFICH in Regensburg
by mail.
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d. Project 48 was a curbersome, badly planned operation rroposed
by GV £ in June 1949. It involved thirty-six agents, couriers, etc.; mroduced
e few MGL's, none of much importance; and died for lack of courier routes. All
persons in it, with one unimportant excertien, werz recruited either by Frantisek
HAINRZ or by Jaroslav KANTA, both now dropmed. There is no evidence that UJ-
DEFADFUL recomsended any potential sources to FAINZ or KANTA, or that he kmew
any of the sources, The only reported arrests were of a Czech couple not (iven
V-numbers whose smuggling route was used briefly as a Project 48 channel and
who were reportedly arrested for smuggling rether t an IS activity. By Feltruary
1951 the project hed been dropped. Working on the theory, however, that UJ
DREADFUL may heve been working for the Czechs in the years 1949-1950, 25.50/C
subjected all persons in the mroject to &5 close a scrutiny as our files 'allow.
Of the 36 agents, coruiers, etc., & were tresent or former SHB members (but so
labelled by GV EJ; 8 were listed by GV F as Czech CP members; and 3 vere found,
by file checks, to be possibly 1/w known Czech agents, Thése are as follows:

(1) Franticek SLAMA (V-21019), retired SWB sergeant living in
Pragus, born about 1902, wember of Czech Commumnist Paxrty. A good friend of
Jaroslav KANTA (chief agent for Project 48), who described him as tested and
reliable. MGSA-1679, 2 June 1950, forwards WDGS report # R-190~49 re one
Frantisek SLAMA, torn in 1904 in Snehotice, a Czech intelligence agent who was
"recently issued a Czech passport", valid in all European countries, by the -
Ministry of the Interior and who was arsigned to Germany as an agent. MGSA~
3554, 30°March 1951, also lists one Frehtisek SLAMA as a suspected Czech agent.’
ZIPFER's SLAMA was to have serviced dead drops inside the CSR.

(2) Jeroslav BLAZEK (V-21011), borm 10 April 1921 in Ljbochovany, .

CSR, end living in Camp Valks in 1949, is 180 cm tall, has blue eves and light
brown hair. Traces turned up a Jeroslav BLAZFK, staff captain in the SNB or

STB, who (at an unsp-:ified time) was meeting &°B agents working in Cermany in
the vicinity of ZEI! & RUDU. This ELAZFK also has tlue eyes and brown hair

but was reportedly - en about 1915, To confuse the pié¢ture further, a Soviet
agent named Ilse-¥ ‘la KOLFE visited Cemp Valka in the summer of 1951 and there
learneé to know, . Jaroslav BLAZFK termed by 4C/R of ZIFFFR as a Czech emigrant
active for CIC 'in Valka.

(3) Henrich FIALA (V514207) was born 14 April 1921 in Chotzen,
Bezirk Hohermauth, CSR. In 1949, at least, he was living in Cemp Valka. He ,
is 172 cm tall, blond, with light blue eyes. On 24-26 August 1950 he reportedly )
attempted an illegal crossing into the CSR orp tehalf of Project 48 but failed to
get over because of strengthened patrols. MGHW-6773, 3 May 1951, states that
in July 1946 a fru FIALA was recruited by a fmu HCRNIK of the (SNB) field office
Tomicka. This FIALA was the trustee of a firm manufacturing téxtile ne:dles
in As, and he frecuently crossed into ‘the U.S, zone of Germamy. He was soon
dropped (in fact, before being actually recruited) for attempting to check up
on HORNIK at the same time that HORNIK was checking on him. It is worth noting
that Field Office Tomicka was rum by FEIFAR and JFRABEK up to their desertion
in Operation BOHFMIA.
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e. An exhaustive analysis of Froject 49 was even more unrewvarding.
Project 150, however, turned up two potential sources who were of interest:
Quido KRATOCWVIL (V-21217) and Jan RFZNICEE (V-21204). HFATCSIVTL, a Czech
general staff major, had been a friend of Karel TYR (one of the three key
excarees_in Operation BOKFMIA); FEZUNICEK, a steff captain had teen a friend of
toth TYR and J*RAEFK. The two Bohemia fipfures mroposed that the two ren be
rectuited and/or induced to defect. Traces disclosed that both nemes appcered
on a long list (about fifty names) of agents whom the Czechs intended to dis- |
patch to the U.8, Zone of Cermany. This list was compiled 6 March 1949 by the
U. §. Militery Attache in Prepue. Uithout, of course, disclosing the 'source of
our information, ve passed the facts to ZIFITR. UJ DRYAUFUL replied that it vas
inconceivable that the persons named were i/w V-21217 and V-21204, because the
Cgech IS did not dispetch staff IS officers to the same terget areas in which
their own agents worked. Very recently, however, thie thesis wus greatly
weekened. - Karel FAT2L, key figure in UJ DRFADFUL's Overation FUOSPHOR, wes
arrested by the SNB immediately on attempting illegal entry and was (theéught
the Czech IS) turned.. While held by the”STB Prague, he met and wus queried
by an unidentifieéd man (possiLly one Karel DUFEK) whom ZIPFiR believes to be
in charge of all Czech IS activities in Western Germany. DUFEK and FATZL
had last wet in Camp Valka)

It should be noted, however, that even if the KRATOCHVIL and
REZNICEK of Project 150 are Czech agents, their known ties were to TYR and
JERABFK, whose rro-estern loyalties were demonstrated by EOHT1TA, rather than
to UJ DRFADFUL.

4. The following cases ray be viewed as evidence éonflicting with
C 2J's findings. :

a. Operation EOREMIA:

In the late fall of 1947 one Ferdinand FCDNECKY fled from the
CSR to Germany, bringing with him"ﬂhis firl-friend, Jaroslava CAPKOVA. Org. 120
(later GV E) established that CAPKCVA was the sister-in-law of Vojtech JFRABEK,
& Czech IS captain. After working briefly for Org. 120, CAPKOVA and her boy-
friend were ¢ropped. In July 1948 CAPKOVA chenced to meet an (unidesitified)
Org. 120 source, known as such to hHer, and asked whether he could get a letter -
to Ler parents in the CSRE. It chanced that Frantisek HAINZ, who had been re-~
cruited by UJ DRFADFUL about Novemler 1947, was going on a Czech commitment on
15 July 1949. It was decided to have CAFKOVA add to her letter an endorsement
of the bearer. This letter was then presented by HATNZ to CAPK(VA's family,
who in turn introduced HAINZ to J'RABEK. The latler agreed to defect and dis-
cussed his intention with Staff Captain Ctaker FFIFAR, his friend and immediate
superior (FEIFAR ves then C.0, of Field Office Tomicka, 2nd section, 1lst Militay
District, with headquarters in Karlsbad.) FEIFAR not only agreec to come out
with JERABEK, but algo persundéed. a friend of his to accompany them. The friend
was general staff major Karel TYR, 2nd section of the generel staff in Prague,
TYR decided to bring sorme file material with him, and JSRAEEK and FEIFAR de- '
cided to bring out the entire files of Field Office Temicka. :
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(1) By the time these plans had firmed up, HAI‘vZ wns workin
not under UJ DFFADYUL direstly wut under FIFF, leacer of Residentura (later uv)
108. Residentura 108, bhouever, wes directly subordinate to DV S, headed by
UJ CREADFUL. FOB files show quite clearly that DFTATFUL was informed about
Operation ECHE}TA in deteil from teginning tc end,

(2) There is no dou t that Creration BOHFMIA wns an important
success for the West, When the three Czech officers came into the U.S. Zone
of Gerreny on 8 November 194f, they lwousht the files mentioned above, various
SM chemicals étc., informaiionebout a W/T net, then being tuilt by the II
Section (the first monitoring of this net, \.onducted 10 Noventer 1948, was
successful) and - most inportant- a list of Czech IS egents operating in
Western Gerrany. Arrests followed i mediately; a Herald Tribune article
placed the nurber of arrestees at "more then twenty". Frantisek HAINIZ, writing
in 1950, placed the mmber of those arrested and tried at forty-eight. (Field
Comment: Not necessarily a discrepancy; the '"more than twenty" were arrested
9 November 1948; the triels took place in Fetruary 1949; and the first arrestees
undouttedly provided fuither leads during the three months! interval,)

(3) Operetion BOHEMIA, therefore, leads to the following
hypotheses about 0J DRYADFUL:

(a) He was recruited bty ihe Czech IS or anather Eastern
IS before his errest in May 1945, tut had undergone a change of heert before

July 1947.

(v) H e was recruited in 1946 but underwent a change
of heart. (The polygrarh test sugzests that he vas not recruited during his
May-October 1945 imprisonnent.) ]

{c) He wes recruited after going to work for ZIFFFR (un-
known date in 1947) but chapged his mind before July 1947.

(a) He wes recruited after 1 November 1948, the latest

" date at which he could have warned the Czechs atout Bohemia,

(e) He was recruited by the Soviets at any time and
reported Operation Bohemia plans to his contact, but the Soviets declded, to
sacrifice Czech interests for theixr own. (It should be pointed out, however,
that the failure of Operetion Boheria would pot have cost UJ DRFANFUL his job
or even have hurt his chances for edvancerment.)

(£) ' He vas not recruited by any Eastern Service despite
polygraph findings to the contrary.
b, Defection of General Bohumir FODIFZL:
(1) General FODLTZL escaped from the CSR to Germany on 21
Novecter 1949. Frantisek HAINZ played a larpge pari in his escepé. Although

nothing in FOB files proved that UJ DERADFUL knew of plans for FGDLEZL before
his flight, the undersigned regards as safe the asmumption ilat he did know.
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(2) FODIZZL seams to have trought nothing with hin., He was, .
moreover, a retired artillery general who haé teen arr~sted bv the STE on 2C April
1949. (He escamd., Hevertheless, unless one is mrepered to entertain seriously
the suspicion that he too is & Czech agent, his eccere must be listed on the

credit side of the UJ DRVATFUL ledger.

¢, Operation PARSY and Prantisek KLIVCVITCH,

(1) In NGTA-SE1, 7 December 1950, .L- : A of JoB proposed
that a “penetration" of the Munich headquarters of Gen. Lev, FRCHATA (i.e. of
Vladimir FEYELSKY, PRCHALA deputy for Western Gerrany) be slant~4 == a penetration
through FEKELSKY into ZIFF'R. A L ] objection wes denied by LU 1, at vhose
reouest [C I then vrote MGLA-4541, agreeing in mrinciple but edding a word of
ceution ebout the necessity for discretion. Shortly thereafter, in MGLA_4651,

5 January 1951, i~ ) varned JOB that UJ DRTALFUL had extensive lmowledge of
OKAPI personnel. -

{2) On 9 Februvary 1951 a note from 40/II1/Z stated that UJ DREADFUL
would like traces on a Dr. Bobumil BR(UM, with whom DRFADFUL planned to establish
contact, FOB did not then know that Dr. Eohumil BRCUN was OHAFI-28, the pene-
tretion eyent of Operation PARSY. (CCS Kerlsruhe gave us this information on
11 April 1951, in response to our reouest for-iraces on BROWM!.

(3) On a trip made by 25. 50/c and UJ DRFADFUL on or about
21 April 1551 (with no otber Zipperite in the card), 25.50/c took the opportunity
to ask UJ DRTADFUL about his plans for Dr. Eolmil BRCWM. DREADFUL replied that
he had abandoned his intention to use BROWM for three chief reasons: - -

(a) BRAYY was already wor)cmg for the AIS and had
attenpted (on behalf of the IAS or the Czech IS) a penetration of the FEEKELS
:.ntel.lige;zce erganization.

FYm), BRQYI: was e criminal who had attempted to poison .
Marie amscu'rou ATCHKOVA, . . :

. (¢) BRAQ' vas associsted with Frantisek KLTFOVIC, ind
uJ DREADPUI suspected thet KLIMCVIC was & Czech agent. He therefore suspected
that BRGYM md K.DAVIC were probably doutle apgents.

B (4) 0n 2 April 1951, when 25 .50/c sent out trace reouests on
ERGN, he hud also sent a trace reouest on both BRCWM and KLTCYVIC to Vienna, j
On 26 April-“l951, COS Vienna replied that it hed bdeen in touch with KLTMGVIC
frem December 1°50 to 21 March 195X: that KTTMOVIC was then revealed to be a
peddler Boria known fatricator (L }; that before COS Vien dropred
him, KLDYOVIC had tried to sell various IS eads end that arong these leads
was an alleged sister of Dr. Bohumil B:OWl! who (the sigter) was the secretary
of the Fgypilen Ambascador to Prague. Moreover, CCS Vien confirmed UJ DREADFUL's
story that up to early 1949 XITMCVIC had worked in an IS group run by a fmu
"DONCVAN" or fou "TREWTY of the French IS. Also included in the group was a
Professor Dr, Frantisek SIGUT, Vienna editor of the Free Czech Information
Service, vho wee {:eid 5CE Vien) “highly susrecied of collaboreting with
the RIS" (as £ -3 ned also warne@ ue earlier), Finally, in an F-6 report
origineting with-© T, Vienna informed us thet BROM end STCUT yere selling

weapons to the Chinese Nationalists while ".axn\.mnlng 2 tie to Vliadimir CLE FiTIS-
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i.e., that thev were working both sides of the street. (It is int erebting to
note that the & -1 rerort was aisc sutmitied to :e wordl for word by UJ i FADFUL;
this fact was pointed out to Vienna in 1'GIA-6441.)

(5) At the recuest of 25.5C/c (who covered by veicing concern
that such characters as BRONY and KLIFOVIC might have ATS ties, as UJ CRTADFUL
had surmised) DREAIFUL submitted on 30 April 1951, and outside ZIFFFR chamnels,

a full report on SIGUT, EPOMI4, [J1'OVIC, end others in their circle, reassert-
ing his suspicion that they workec for a Czech or otner Lastern IS es well as the
LIS, end submi‘tting such evidence as re kad at hand to suprort the charge.

(6) ¥GHA 13123, 1 December 1951, makes it clear that the BROWL’ of
Operatior PAKSY is indeéd a homosexuzl en¢ uresents further details on the
DONCVAN /IRENT ring in Vienne. One zmember of the ring wes fmu HOLY, a EROWY
contact, "who is now a Czech IS agemt".

(7) Proof of UJ DRFADFTL's suspicions aprears in the attachment

to NGLA-5£1.3, 27 March 1951, This attacimert was written by Yaroslav LOUKACH

ITYASZ, sub-source a-8 of V-11213 (Sergei KDHAK), who in turn was working
for V~11126 (Guenther GOLLY) in Project 73. At the end cf February 1948
LOUKACH fled from the CSR to Viemna, where, through an old friend named J.
ZVONIKOV, he was introduced into the BROW'~KLIM-VIC-CIGUT circle, which LCUKACH
thought was a FRCMATA group. LOUKACH thereupon introduced to the group one
Otto WICHLFIN, known to him from Bretislava days. In October 1948 WICWIEIN, bty
a ruse, persuaded LOUKACH to accompany him inside the CSH,. where they were met
by a captain fmu TIHY, Ministry of the Interior, Eretislava. TIYY and WICHLEIN
"doubled" LOUXKACH, who reported to his superiors in Vienna vpon his return,
LOUKACH notes, "Diring the time I was working, WIC'IFIN called at ZVCKIKOV's
several times and carried cIGI?I"s and FLIVCVIC's letters from Austria to CSR.M

(8) The point of the a ove story is that UJ DRFADFUL volunteered
to 25.50/c his susvicions about two Czech agents who were also deep inside the
2IS at a time when 25.50/c knew nothing about these men and that a check on the
story then disclosed that these suspicions were very well-founded.

d. Karel PATZL (V-21628) was the key figure in Operation FHOSFHOR
of UJ DRFADFUL end vas the first of the two DRFADFUL agents carriaged this summer
and fall, His case proves nothineg. for or against UJ DRFADFUL, and is therefore
not summerized. After . L =1, however, had tested PAT7L on the polygraph,
he made certain flat assertions which are herewith auoted..."PATZL hysterisch
verenlegt ist (PATZL, has hysteric tendencies). "Fr...zeigt auch sado-masochis-
tische Triebe die hoechstwahrecheindich -auf eine starke und tiefe Neurose oder
Psychopatische Veranglagung Zureuckzufushren sind." (He...also evidences
sadistic-lasochistic drives which ver: rrobatly can bte traced back to a strong
and deep neurosis or a psychopat ic tendency.) "Gutacten ueber -en Vermommene:
Eine psychopathische Fersoenlichkeit" (Judgement.of the person interrogated: a
péychopathic tersonality,) In TGMA-CO972, 13 October 1952, [ 7 also states,
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"Subject appears to be a psychopatholégical personnlity.”

(1) At © . recuest, FATZL was a'so examined by Lt. Col.
Alva E. Miller, FUCC} Theater -sveaiatric consultent, to deterrine wiether
PATZL could distinguish between truth and falsehood.

(2) The following quotations are teken from Filler's subsecuent
report: "There is no cuestion that he (FATZL) is of superior intelligence —
has an Y.Q, estimated at 135...avrarently his sex develorment is that of a

normal adult of his ege...Fror thepsychistric standpoini the subject is a highly
inteiligent, calm, self-reliant, confident individual who is..most mature in his
thinking...There is no history or evidence of emotional instability...has marked
emotiod al stebility." . .

(3) The above analyses are cucted not to discredit = Y as a
rolygrarh operator (in any cese his ro"y'z-aph findings on UJ DRTAUFUL were
confirmed by two other leading technicians} but Lo point out that & 3 tends
to mnder into the complicat:zé and specialized fi eld of psychiatry in inter-
mréting his findiugs and that vhen he does so, he is a layman. ¥he uncersigned

" feels, for e):nnple, that his asseszment of the rersonality of UJ DR™ATFUL

(epart, again, .Zron the findings of the oolyrra‘ph) are rather vide of the =ark
(though not so extrenely for off es his assessrment of FATZL). .

R e. 25.40/A is far more f a.'uliar vith the case of Ale:mnder BOLF
than is the undersigned. It is therefore sugrested tha* if 25,404 feels that

“the BCIF case proves or suggests anything rertment to the 'isswe, he add his

fmd.mg to this report.
5. Conclusions:

a. This study in its entirety (Parts I and II) p-aves nothmg
It is nevertheless useful because (1) it shows vs ihcu much we de not Jmow
about UJ DRFADFUL (geps, which, we rust hore, can te filled at least partially
by ZIPFER) and (2) it allows us to estimaie probabilities.

b. 25.50/c believes that both ends of the rrobability spectrum can
be considered very unlikely, That is, UJ DRFADFUL is meither completely atove-
‘board: with us, nor is he ncw en active, reporting commmnist agert who has been -
80 emclayed since -he began work for ZIFFR,

(1) UJ DREADFUL cannot te pure as soms. L Jstates that the

:1ie reactions to all key questions were specific and unmistakeable. His fmding.s.

are contirmed by two other experts., If UT DRVADFUL is not concealing a past or

. mreésent tie with an Eastesn IS, then the polygraph, even in the hands of a

skdilled operator, i8 an exccedingly unrelisble instrurent. (We have requested
an assessment of its accuracy. )

(2) At *the other ex»rere, it is ecually unlikely that UJ DRREADFUL - '
is e pro-cor:mm_st arent who has bLeen actively rer:ortu_e throuchout his ZIFFER :

“ career. Such a theory is tenable only if he vere not working for the Czech IS,

and if the IS (preswraktly Soviet) euwploying him kept his rerorts secret from

tbe Czechs. Inasmuch es Czehc rcports on Western Gernany are undetbiedly
funnelec¢ into the USSR, like those of all other satellite states, the Bohemia

opcratlon rerresented-a blow tow gE ell as Prasue. ?Ioreover, if TIR,
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JTRABEK, and TLIFAF had not core out of the CSR, UJ DitFADFUL's IIFFFR position
would not have been imraired,

c. Another theory which 25.5C/C regarids as unlikely is »he "long-~
ranze sleeper ypothesis", the thecry that UJ DRTADFUL is esctually a long=-1ange
agent instructed to play it safe, to make no contacts, to star in nlace until .
notified., The five veers of his Z7F~K emvloyment are the five vears of the
greatest international temsion in histery and therefore the perio@ when valid

intelligence has an extraordinary value. For what crisis or set of circumstences

coulé his Eastern masters be saving hir? Certainly not as an early wvarning

source, and if the plan is to holé him in reserve until ver comee and thus insure

a source inside the enerv's IS, it is remarkably ill-conceived, since neither

UJ DREADFUL nor nis superiors could be sure wher he'd be a month after war began,

or whether contact would be at ell possible.

d. The theory, therefore, which seems to 25. 5C/c to come closest to
fitting the fects is the following: ™

(1) GJ DEFADFUL was recruited bty an Fastern IS either before
the war or. (more probebtlt) in 1946. He was probably instructed in his essign-
ment ~ to penetrate the IAS or & related service. ,

A (2) The November 1947 cormmitment of Stanislav HAINZ was the first
commitment of e UJ DRFADFUL agent. - DREADFUL passed the word through his contact

and also sent HAINZ to an STE mar, The arrest of HLTHZ, the disclosure to him
of EALAUNFR's true role.end the S7B knowledge of tbe Fennka.r*.o, and the clumsy
Tetwrn of HAINZ as a supposedly doubled agent so frightened DREADFUL that he
decided to Pl out and rlay straight from that poirt on.

. €. .25.50/c is by no means sure that the above hypothesis is
correcti: it is asserted only that this hypothesis cormes closest to.fitting the
known fasts, The amount of fact at our disposal, however, is not sufficient
to enable us to "om a theory solid enough to constitute a basis for action.’

6. Recommendations-

a. It is recommended that the essential facts in this case be

‘given to UTILITY &s soon as possible.(One exception: no mention te rade of the

case of Frantisek ELINOVIC. and Bolmil BFOWM, since UJ DREAIFUL gave us this
information outside channels,)

b. It is recommended that 25 and UTILITY decide upon the most
mracticable: method of assembling all pertinent facts lmown to ZIFFER about
UJ DREADFUL- wh:.le restricting knowledpe of this operation to one man.

c. It is anticipated that this study, though it should be more

'completé than ours, vill not resolve the cuestion of innocence or guilt.

If not, it is récommended that one member of the proposed UJ DROSCHKY team be
trained as soon as possible and that UJ DRFADFUL be among the very first to be
carriaged as part of a supposedly routine ZIFFFR security program.
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d. It is recommended that if this second polyrraph test confirms
£ 1's findings (and a second test, once a basis for doubt arises, could be
conducted for hours or days if necessary), the disposal problem be sottled by
the Germans. It is properly their problem in any case, and bringing them into
the "act as soon as possible will reinforce this point. OlLviously, we shall

have a voice in disposal, since AIS security is involved; but the basic:
decision is theirs.

e
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