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' One-upmanship in Soviet-US:
spy game

:

, THE COMMUNIST WORLD: , BY VICTOR ZORZA

‘in the line of duty.”

It is not possible in a com-
baratively brief article like this
o do more than scratch the sur-
ace of the mine of information
fontained in the Penkovsky
Papers. On the diplomatic side,-
berhaps the most important ser-
ice rendered by Penkovsky was
o warn the West of the exact
“pature of Soviet intentions dur-
!ng the Berlin crisis of 1961, so
hat it _was possible to take o |

The releas¢

o A A

hy. the Central Intélligence Agency of the reporis it received during

1961-27from one of its' most successful Russsian spies, Oleg Penkovsky, who was sen-
tenced to death in 1963, is-an..event. unprecedented in the history of espionage.

kood time the measures neces-
ary to compel a Russian climb-
lown

repeated  messages,

. . : 1
“The Penkovsky Papers,” when they are published in book form a month from. peﬁk,ovsky kept telling the poli-
now, will be found to reveal much of the inner workings of Soviet intelligence, which- tical leadership of the West that
They will show how much

UL

employed him in a high post.

West of Russia’s military and
political plans, and of the
thoughts and actions of his
friends and acquaintances in
some of the most influential
posts in Moscow.

Why _has the CIA;-which only
has a. half share, so to-speak, in
the Penkovsky- papers—he was
working jointly for 'the; British

Jand” the - Americans—agreed to

release them. for. publication?
The answer dis probably to be
ound in the context of the papers
themselves, and of the time when
they are being published.

Whether the papers have been
dactored by the CIA or not it is
intpossihle” to- say, though it is
indisputable that they have been
What remains provides so
nuch é¥idence of the rivalry and

atred between the various parts
f the Soviet intelligence organi-
ation, of the “moral degrada-
tion,” as Penkovsky describes it,
high personages in_the intel-
ligence, military, and political
community, that if true it can
hardly fail to affect their stand-
ing and careers in the Soviet

nion. To that extent, there-
ore, the Penkovsky papers are a

-

‘|straightforward piece of psycho-

logical warfare. )

Many of the pcople he names
have already been demoted,
some publicly and some quietly,
as a result of the investigations
made by the Russians themselves
after Penkovsky's arrest. Some,
however, are still in positions of
influeace, and others have been
slowly climbing back. .

“The more immediate reason,
however, is to be sought in the
publication later this week of a
hook by - Gordon Lonsdale, the,
Russian spy. Last yecar, Lons-
dale, after serving threc of the
25 years (o which he was sen- .
tenced, was exchanged fer the
British business man Greville |
Wynne, imprisoned by 'che_‘
Russians as Penkovsky’s contact. !
Lonsdale’s book is a psychological |
warfare operation in the reverse
direction. It is designed to satisfy
the curiosity of the Western
public about the Russian spy's
adventurces from his own mouth
and, in the process, to cause
what dissension it can between
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times skilful and somctimes’

crude, for Soviet policies. i
= &

Oleg Penkovsky in his

colonel’s uniform
Warning

The publication of the Pen-
kovsky papers would appeéar to
be a direct Teply to the Soviet
initiative, and a warning that the
West is prepared to play the
came—only much more devastat-
ingly than the Russians. At least
some of those concerned in this
aspect of East-West warfare
would scem anxious to get their

circle of British and American
intclligence experts could vouch

‘would be suspeet.

he was able to report {o the
for the authenticity of the ™ Pen-
kovsky papers,” and their word
All I can say
i{s that some of the ‘“secret™
facls now appearing in the
“Papers’ are known to me to
have been discussed by Western
Government experts on Russia
two or three years ago. Many
of the passages are consistent
with what has been slowly seep-
ing through the official grape-
vine about Penkovsky's reports
to his Western intelligence
masters.

It may be that, in terms of
military intelligence, the most
important piece of information
conveyed by him to the West con-
errned  the  “seeret  weapon !
about which Mr IKhrushchev ;
boasted in 1960, There need be |
no doubt that Western intelli- ;
zence services were ordered to!
make every possible effort to .
break Mr Khrushchev’s secret, !
for failure_tp do so ‘might have ,
put the West at a great, possibly
decisive, disadvantage, .

This new weapon on which
Soviet scientists were working,
Mr Khrushchev said, was “cven
more perfect, more terrible”
than the most powerful existing
weapons—it was, he said, “un-
belicveable,” The marshals, Pen-
kovsky reported to the West,
were angry with Khrushchev for
his bombhastic talk.

The weapon from which
Khz't_xsh_chcv hoped so much was
a missile pawered by a nuclear
propellant, Ilaving announced it
prematurely at the beginning of
1960, Mr Khrushchev, was press-
ing his scientists—in his. usual
impetudus manner—tg produce
the goods. Some of them wanted!
to make a present of it to Mr
Khrushchev, for the October,
Revolution anniversary later that
year, and arranged a test firing,
which was attended by some of
the most important men in the:
military missile programme.

The countdown went according
to plan~—but the new missile
failed to leave the ground. The
ohservers waited for some 20
minutes, then came out of the
shelter. At this point the missile
exploded, ’.ku'l.ling 300 people,
among them the Commander in
Chief of the Soviet missile forees, -

Marshal Nedefin. ’
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press was the report on the
untimely death of Marshal Ned.
elin and several other officers
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Khrushchev's bark was worse
than his bite, that Russia did
v not have the military force,
“especially in intercontinental,
ballistic missiles, to back up his
threats, and that XKhrushchev
“made use of every opportunity
“to blackmail the West by the
appearance of greater strength.

However, fin his messages on
“the Berlin crisis, Penkovsky made
iit clear that the Kremlin meant
“to go ahead with the signing of
the peace treaty with East Ger-
many, even if it led to hostilities,
and he described the nature of
these hostilities as envisaged in
"Moscow.

The unquiet summer of 1961
progressed towards the German
climax, with the suspension of
Soviet arms cuts, increased mili-
tary expenditure, and military
movements disguised as training
manoeuvres but designed to
bring the #kroops aml weapons
into Germany by D-day, he
reported that the final decision:
would be made by the Soviet
leaders at the time of the party
congress in ‘October, after consul-
tation with their allies who would
be attending ‘the congress as
fraternal delegates. However,
while Khrushchev seemed deter-
mined, many others were against

the Berlin * adventure,” and
sspecially  Mikoyan. Marshal
Varentsov, the Commander-in-

Chief of tactical missile forces,
»ho was to be demoted later for
1is close connections with the
py, told Penkovsky: “We are
aking a risk, a big risk.”

‘The plan was to sign the peace
reaty with East Germany, and
.0 tell the West that henceforth
it must deal with the East
Germans on the question of
access to West Berlin. East
German ¢roops would man the
first line of defence, and it would.
be up to the Western forces to
fight their way through. The East
German forces, poorly equipped
and trained, and with question-
able morale, would cave in, where
upon the Western forces would
find themselves facing the
“second echelon” of well-armed

Soviet forces.
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Soviet plan

The Soviet plan was designed
“to win without a fight, but to
be ready to fight if it comes to
that.” The Soviet General Stafl

“had planned a number of moves .
to feel out Western intentions.

One tank .brigade was to stand
by for an attack. If it was
knocked out, another brigade was
to be sent in, and then the
second echelon, brought to
readiness on the borders of the
Soviet Union, and in Poland, and
Czechoslovakia, was to be brought
into action.

Some 'of the details are much
like what was suspected publicly
at the time. But, with this pre-

cise knowledge of Soviet inten- |

tions, the US was able to display
to the Soviet Union both by dip-
lomatic means and by the dis-
position of its forces in Europe,
its determination to fight if need
he.

- little doubt that he had access to

. too, changed his tune.

The mestry of Defence pass which Penkovsky used to gain access to the classxﬁed library. He ™.
sent a photograph of it to the West before his arrest.

The alarums and excursions of
that summer may be forgotten
now, but it was a’' close thing. |
The headlines, even in the
“ Guardian,” spoke of *““The |
Brink of War” over Berlin:
(quoting Mr -Khrushchev), or

" proclaimed, over a story from

Washington : *“ Russians made to
sce German crisis could mean
war.” Mr Macmillan who cannot
have heen reading Penkovsky's
reports, at first announced at an
impromptu’ press conference
while playing golf at Gleneagles
that the Berlin crisis was *“ got
up by the press,” but soon he,
And in
October, at the party congress,
Mr -Khrushchev = himself

 announced -~ that .there was no

longer any ‘hurry ~about the
German peace treaty—and -
suddenly all was sweetness and
light again. My guess is that the
West -was able to stare the
Russians down hecause it knew, .
from Penkovsky, what was in 1 fVIr .
Khrushchev’s mind.

No doubt -this, as many other'
Penkovsky reports, would have |
been accepted only after confirm- !
ation ' from other intelligence i
sources. But his papers Jeave |

some of the most detailed and.
most desirable secrets ip the
annals of espionage. It can be
said with no exaggeration - that
when they are presented in full
the book, which is being rushed

" through the press by Doubleday

in the United States and by
Collins in Britain, will make |
publishing history. .
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