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By Victor Zorza
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rgery

that they might eventually be
published “to clarify his mo-

LONDON-—*Their " authen-
icity,” says the introduction
0 the Penkovsky Papers, the
nemoirs of the Anglo-Ameri-
.an spy. in Russia, “is beyond
juestion.” 1t is not

Indeed, the book itself con-
.ains the ev1dence showing cer-
ain parts of it
:0 be a forgery,
rven though
sther sections
¥ the book
are evidently
mnade up of in-
telligence in-
‘ormation pro-
vided by Pen-
zovsky before &
1is arrest.

But the book
joes not; in fact, claim to be
made up of Penkovsky's intel-
igence reports to the West.
On the contrary, it is said to
ye quite distinet from them, and
.0 consist of “notes, sketches
ind comments” accumu-
ated by him during his spying
:areer in 1961-62 and “smug-
gled out of the Soviet Union”
anly in the autumn of 1962, at

Zorza
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that a work with so noble a
purpose should include so
much purely military and po-
litical intelligence.

The ‘Low-down’

Much of the book seems
calculated to show the Soviet
system in the worst possible
light, but this would be con-
sistent with Penkovsky's at-
tempt to justify his defection.
It is even possible to stretch

{ |this interpretation to explain

the. “low-down”—and it really

§ |is low—on the sexual mores,

the drunkenness and cupidity
of some of the people he knew
in the higher ' ranks of the po-
licital, military and intelli-
gence quarters. “I have abso-
lutely no intention of defam-
ing the marshals and gener-
als,” says, after giving some
particularly choice details.
He adds that he had “in-
tentionally omitted the sub-
ject of moral degradation and
drunkenness”—which he had
not. “I know ome thing for

the time of his arrest. It is
said that Penkovsky hoped
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sure, though:‘all our generals
have mistresses, and some

have two or more.” All? For
sure?

ern _intelligence organizations

[abled the western leaders to

treat Soviet threats and boasts
lwith compasure  Penkovsky’s

information about Khrush-

might have been interested in
the peccadillpes’ of membhers
of the Soviet Genperal Staff,

just as Soviet mtelhgence
would  be interested -in their
western  opposite ntimbers,

and that Penkovsky thought
it right to supply this infor-
mation. But he would hardly
write it all down for posterity.

“Intelligence Feat”

The Introduction says that
the extent and 1ngenu1ty of
Penkovsky’s work add up per-
haps to the most extraordi-
nary intelligence feat of this
ecentury. If there is no SBVlet
spy now working at an ‘even’
hjgher level in the West, then
this claim may well be valid,
Much of the 1ntelhgence in-
formation reproduced in - the
book is obviously genuine.

Western government ex-
perts revealed their knowl-
edge of it some time ago in
the course of discussion about
Soviet affairs. Penkovsky's in-
formation about the ignomin-
ious failure of Khrushchev's
“secret weapon,” which blew
up on the launching pad, en-

chev’'s plans during the Ger-
man crisis of 1961 enabled the
, West to make the dispositions
which warded off the Soviet
threat to Berlin.

Penkovsky sent reports on
the bickering over the build-
ing up of the Soviet missile
force, favored by Khrushchev,
and ‘the maintenance of ade-{
quate conventional forces, fa-
vored by the marshals,

Dispute in Kremlin

This gave western intelli-
gence analysts the clues that|
helped them to study between
the” lines of the Soviet press|
the. most important political
dispute that raged in the So-
viet leadership in recent years
—on the allocation of re-
sources between civilian and
military needs, within the
military field itself.

This contributed greatly to
the western governments’ un-
derstanding of the factors
that caused the fall of Khrush-
chev, even though this oc-
curred some two years after
Penkovsky’s arrest.

For some months before the
Cuban missile crisis, Penkov-
sky and. his western masters
knew that he was bheing
watched by Soviet counter-in-
telligerice. He could therefore
neither acquire nor send any
intelligence on what was to
prove the most fateful con-
i frontation between East and
;West, and suggestions that he:
: was asked to report on Soviet:
| operations in Cuba just be:
‘tore the crisis would appear-
:to be without foundation. Yet,.
-paradoxically, his contribution
was probahly decisive. i

Cantinued
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tails of tlﬂAp?n)qbgd:thop
tern’ of Soviet missiles. This

enabled U.S. air reconnais-
sance experts to identify the
missile sites at an early stage
of "construction. The early
warning made it possible for
President Kennedy to make
in secret the preparations
that played so major a part
in his later management o

‘Khrushchev to withdraw.
Lack of Time i

The most important part of
‘the information he sent out
consisted of some 5000 photo-
graphs of documents, sketches,
etc., taken with a miniature!
camera., Yet we are asked to|
believe that this highly pro-
fessional and  valuable spy:
added to the great risks: he
was already running by.Keep-
ing a detailed account of his
activities and views, virtually
every page of which contained
enough secret information to
send him straight to the firing,
squad.

In the foreword we are told
that “throughout the period

turning . over information to
the West, he sat up night
after night composing a jour-
nal.” Yet in a passage that
has the ring of truth Pen-
kovsky himself makes it clear
that this is just what he could
not do. He has to write hur-
riedly, he says, “for the sim-
ple 1ack of time and space.”
When he writes at night in

the crisis, and in compelling:,

during which Penkovsky was|

He had sent out, earlier, de-] Penkovsky passed a paperiorder and mnonc at jiterary ; ablé:minute to milk him of any
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‘together with an offer of his
Iservices, but this was not
itaken up because it. was
{thought that he had heen put
lup to it by Soviet counter-
lintelligence. Only six months
‘llatér; when he made another
‘approach to the British, was
his offer accepted.

But even the autobiography
is not wholly genuine. The de-
iscription of Penkovsky's own
Iwar service is' woven into a
|three-page potted history ‘of
ithe war in Russia. A man of
'Perikovsky’s intelligenice

jnformation he might have.

Inot; explain why the book,
|should- contain - several ac-
lcodnts gl | hrushchev's ws
ended strategy for :the Berlip.
confrontation, all more or
less the same, and two . of

A

Unlikely Answers

In the extremely unlikely
event that he “had learned
about the Berlin Wall while
gtill in T.ondon, would he
have “gene. back: to Moscow
and reportéd later to his mas-

them separated by only one
page—a curioug waste of time
and space By one so short of
both.

and ‘put ,together in a book.i
. He was clearly much foc in-

would ‘not. have thought it

supplying this-kind of back-
ground.” | o LR

A western compiler~«af :the
Penkovsky papers, (of o the
other hand, might Have
thought .it usclful (o pb¥ide
the wide readeérship -of .the

book with a historical shkefeh
that ‘would have gmade Ton-

kovsky's wap pafger more
meaningful. ’
Khrushchey in Ukraine

W

However, it- i ot safe tfo
sketch in the* background
without being familiar with
the details of which it is com-
posed. Penkovsky spent the
last two years before the war
in a military schogol and then
in  an artillery unit in the
Ukraine, to which he was
posted as a political officer.

On- one occdasion the unit
was visited ‘by a number of

his two-room flat-he disturbs
‘his. family's sleep: “Typing is
very noisy.” During the day
he is “always busy,” “running
like a madman,”.in a typically

offices of his two employers
the Committee for the (oordi

nation .of Sciehlilic Research,
and the Military® Intelljgence
'Headquarters. His evenings
jare generally - occupied, nor
jcan he write while visiting his
‘friends  in the - country:—
“Someone . may always _ask
what I am doing” At home,
at least, “I haye a hiding place
in my desk.” On his -own
showing, he is hardly likely to
have produced in these, eir-
cumstances the manuseript of

what is; c_n;y a, gizeahle bhook.
Autobiegignhy Questioned

The " deStription of his do-
mestig: cirgimstances *comes

Penkovsky
.there” was. one persen- “whom

’

Soviet military leaders. whom
recognized,  but

I had never seen hefore.” He
was told later that this was

Russian phrase, betwgeen the “g certain . S. Khrushehev.” ©

Yet for the past two years
Khrushchev had been the
first .secretary of the Ukrain:
fan Party, catrving -out’ a
ruthless and bloodv purge,
feared and hated by all<the

thé “Little Stalin.” with his
picture frequently displayed
in> public places and in the
‘mewspapers which would have
‘heen, obligatory reading for

No doubt the account of the
incident was insericd into.the
“papers” to make them ap-
pear more authentic. but the
result, as happens so often
when enthusiasm outruns
good judgment, is the oppo-

fr o m < PERKGVsky’s - autohio-
graphical outline; of a . Xind
that- any intelligeficé: service
would require fromi a prospee-
tive’'spy, so that it could check|
his credentidls before employ:.
ing. him. : :

;
{

site of what was intended.

! There is, much tedious repe-;

tition ‘which' is hardly ac-
counted for by the explana-
tion® that the papers. are ar-
ranged “with little attempt at

necessary to waste hisytinie on;

an - aspiring political officer.

| telligent and efficient a spy
to *waste his efferts on writ-
ing down laboriously, “in ‘mi-
lnute detail, and repetitively,
'the views, impressions and
{facts which would have suf-
ificed in much shorter putline,
Yet gpmetimes the book
arouses the reader’s curiosity,
only to frustrate it with- lack
of . detail. The ,introduction
makes for Penkovsky . the.
claim that among the “thou-
sands of pieces of information”
swept up by him was “the cx-
act plapned dimensions of the
Berlin Wall.”
Response to Wall |
Ifitrye this is very import-
ant, for it may cause frouble
between Washington and Lon-
jdon on the one hand, and
| Berlin on the other—some-
jthing that the compilers of
|thé.book can hardly have’
intended; .
© It has always been assumed

Nor can these be the wrllt-‘ \
ten reports sent out by Pen- q as”
kovsky at the ilime, re-edited, | 01“;’;1

ters that he had known dbout
thé: Wall four days in, ad-
vance? Why would he do that
—to. show , them alter -the
howe, well-informed _he

W

collection . of notes he kept:
in Moscow; would he simply
have ‘made a bald statement
of "‘fgq like (hat, almost con-.
versa?onauy, and thed "gone
on with his discussion eof
Khrushchev’s -tactics on Ber-
lin? Neither explahation
seems credible, and no other
offers itself. The only logical
answer is that the: ‘wofds at-
tributed to Penkoysky were
written by someone else—un-
less this was a remdrk he
made-in one of his subseéguent

. cotiversations with a member
‘of -the Anglo-Americad team,

who took it down, filed it, and
it was then seen and used by

thé “compiler of the “Papers.”

Indeed, the style of the
metfioirs is often discursive,
verbose, almost conversation-
al—the very opposite of what
one would expect from/a man
writing in Penkovsky’s - diffi-
cult circumstances.. At one

that .the #low and fumbling point, when discussing Soviet

nature” of fthe western re-military maneuvers,

he  is

sponse to ‘the wall was due made to ask, “What is the
in large measure.to. the lack point. of these -exercises”--

f any warning. Evén o, the
West German goveriment has:
noL s _b’lllig':fo given, its allies'
"Tot t‘f_w’?"j%%f;“x-“fsiﬁﬁ"twoy dis-
pliyed at ‘that Hm M
© But " had P

: Kpvsky i
ithem? In the féxt He is made

viratal master of the Ukvaine,, to say that “I learned about.

|

‘the BerlinWéﬁ'fbur_ days be-
fore the 'Soviet government
|| aetually closgd it off.” Yet the
| account of his travels' given
in the bc')b'i(, and the recowd of
'his trial, makes it clear that
“four days before” that date
Penkovsky was. still in ' Lon-
don, on one of these exiended.
duty trips on which he took
time off from shepherding So-.

i

i

|

‘|| viet delegatjons—the ; official’

reasons for “his visits to the
i West, — td. ‘sgiertd long  hours
| with' the gpqqia} Anglos A_’n(:,\r.
tican team’ g four intelligence
‘ officers who used every avail-
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and then proceeds ta give -a

detailed reply,

Would he - really write like
that, whether in -an intelli-
gence report er in his mem-
o0irs? Or was it perhaps, a

i
guestion put to Penkevsky by
one ol his intervovators, snd
then, © inadvertentiy, allowed
to remain in” the edited tran
geript  of  the  conversation
that might have Tormed the
hbasis of this passage in the
haok? - .
~The  “costversglional” arigin
of a number of passages is be-
trayed in ‘similar” ways, thus
giving the lie to the claim that
the heok is made up of Pen-
kavéky's written “notes.” This.
however, does not mean that
the bodk a§-+ whole may be re-
aarded as +a . genuine edited
transcript of Penkovsky's con-
versations with western intelli-
gence officers. There are many
other passages, and sometimes
whole sectionsy, which betray
fne alien hand--or tongue.
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