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also been ascertained from the U. S. Attorney's Office
indictment against MALINA was officially filed on
A Bench Warrant ntly in possession of the U, S. Marshal's
Office was issue

and bond set at $10,000.00. Because of.
the impossibility of service of this warrant, MALINA is now considered
a fugitive by the U. S. Attorney's Office.

In view of the above indicated attitude of Assistant U, S.
Attorney McEACHEN toward: prosecution in this matter, no further contact
with him is contemplated by this office at this time. It is suggested
that the Burean may at a later date again desire to present this matter
to the Department for its reconsideration as to active prosecution.
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Re Los Angeles letter dated 1/12/53 concerning the possible plans for
subject's return to the United States.

For consideration of the Bureau as regards the possibility of "
effecting subject's return to the United States, the following is set forth:

In the case of *Infiltration ‘of the United Nations by Subversive
American Citizens, ¥S - R".(Bufile 105-13893). AUSA, SDNY SILVIO MOLLO has
requested information on any subversive Americans employed by.the United Nations
: and it's specialized agencies. In this connection the Bureau may wish to furnish
’ information concerning subject to AUSA MOLLO, Thereupon, AUSA MOLIO may wish
to make arrangements to effect subject's retm:-n from Europe.

!.- It is noted that subJect is not a U.N. employee but rather an
“ employee of a Specialized whi eoretically has autonomous being. "_\\x, g
. .However, it is known that has asserted his influence in the past \;

9

'&these Speclalized Agencies a s matter may do so. RIC.
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" Rebutel 1/22/53 suggesting that Los Angeles consider placing a.

. N‘f
: stop against the subject with -the- Identification Division of the Bureau
n lieu of a fugitive ‘form letter. It was therein’ pointed out that in--

- i
N asmuch as
7\ could not
? .

it was knowri that MALINA was:thenm located in Paris, France, he :
‘be considered a Bureau fugitive..'ﬂ e T R

In accordance therewith, a- stop has been placed with the Identi- '

P fication Div1sion. However, inasmuch as Buairtel to New York dated 2/12/53
advises that MALINA resigned from UNESCO on 2/10/53 at Paris, France with
present whereabouts not being indicated, you are requested to advise '
whether or not it is desired that: MALINA now be considered ‘a fugitive.

Reference is also made’ to a copy of bulet dated 2/12/53 addres=ed

"‘to Assistant Attorney General WARREN OLNEY III regarding:this matter: It is

noted that Page 1, Paragra ets forth that a sealed indictment was re-
turned against MALIN In the - :

are pertinent, it is pointed out that
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o ‘ 193L-35, California Institute of Technology, Pusadcna Callfor-
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. WFO 105-668° "

EE mentioned that MAL; 3 unist, . After having seen these.
: .. newspaper reports; Head of the" Department of Natura.l -

Sciences of the UNESCO, stated that:he talked with the subject.

' “comcerning the allegations and MALINA denied’ ever having been a .

. ﬁwﬁﬁ Party, but stated he was working with- -
(U - at -the _g.l:liazma Institute of Technology,
L Communlst;

e o -Cqurther 1nd1cates that on October 16 1950,
after hav1ng Teceived word that MALINA was to be assigned to ST
. technical assistance work for UNESCO, T=2 ob:jected to h:.s recelvn.ng

'""teohnical ‘g8sistance appointments, with the Governments of the - b< E

‘and..that, therefore, it may have been assumed that he was also. a.

such . an assignment on the. grmmds that he- was

ertake thorough preliminary ‘consultation on- h:.gh-level

natlonals concerned, as well as rellable profess:.onal colleagues

On Januazy 12, 1951, shows ‘that Confident1a1

Informant’ T-2 was, advised by its ‘representative:.in Paris, that the -
technical assistance work, referred to. above, | | EEE

Will De made in the future.

who is head of the Techm.ca.l Assmta.nce Dlnsmn

\

|however, was unwilling 1o -accept.the subject .
was cancelled. At this time, assurance was .given:

. 'was, a very slight .chance of" MALINA'S getting & new passporte " The.

file shows that prior to this, on'June 13, 1951, MALINA reported to
that Ienewa.l -of° hls passport had been den:l.ed. L

" b6
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. on 1951, accordlng toI
advised T<2 .that MALINA has taken a firm anti- .- .. =
Commumst stand .but stated it did not believe it was sufflcient .

-to counteract 1nfonnat10n in the United States, and theregfore,. there
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~ . ’advised. that
o7 “and will be.So W General ASS ; - ENELT |
(U) _______ " He stated that] J 1.

: I fur'bher neflects that t.he question of MALINA'S :
|s;ep:-zratt:n.on wgs discussed by representatives of T-2 on many occasions - -

" persons not listed)]

*In connection ms falling i : gory, the final '
"' .discussion- w:.th for UNESCO, was
. on September 29, 1952, and with bn October 3, 19524 In -

' Uy e these  conversations,. assurance wmb MALINA's position would -

"be a‘ﬁblished,,,‘,but it was stat 1is could not be’ ei‘fective

unta.l the ‘end of J """" e-~--1953.

“On Novembe 1, 1952, the flle shows that T—2 advised '

.- UNESCO. that in light o recent-action at the UN.. ‘
‘ Secreta.xiat in New York, ‘concerning clsloyal U, S. nationals, there '

can be no further excuse for not terminating the ‘employment of
. certain Us-S. nationals over whose, employment T-2 has expressed

R 1t5 displeasure on numgrous o cas:.ons and some of whom Were. appo:.nted

CU:"""’":"'over ‘thiose- °b3e°ti°ns'

'
|.a

. ; T=2 wamed that .continued employment by these persons’ jeopardizes
2" 1 Ue" Se -participation in-UNESCOe: T-2 further advised UNESCO that it

‘ {U).---will continue, on basis of sufficient advance noticge to: dnse ‘on

' ’ _those U. S. nationals Who™ should not be- appointed.

-.\.;

”

p S on November 6 1952, accord:mg to the ‘Director’
- General of UNESCO, adnsed T-2 that he felt he could no%: take .the
- above act:.on, whlch was . request.ed by 'I'-2, under enst:.ng stafi‘ regula— ¢

. (U:' ..... tionss (

t

cort 57 Gonfidential Informdnt T-1 stated that while -the Directoi .
-‘.'Generalhas ‘the ultimate power to temiinate an employee's contract,with
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On January 28, 1953, the wnter contacted
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A Q Assistant to the Legal Advisoriof the State DepETTmENG; — '~ » . ..
SER .‘ s, expert ‘on treaties. was asked if the.United States -

has 4 treaty nth France, which is presently 1n existence and valid

dvised that the extradltion treaty of 1909

" with France 15 8 existence and valid, He stated that Article. -

- 2, Ttem 9, lists PerJury and Subornation of. Perjury as ‘crimes for
) which a person ‘can’ be extradited from France to" the. United Statese.
. He, said that -‘England has a similar treaty with ‘the United. States, but
Q-+~ 4n-the. GERHARDT ‘EISLER case, limitéd :its interpretation of-the, crime - '\,
- . of perjury under the treaty to false sweanng itirar judic:l.al proeeedlng.:{ '

¢ - N
x .
ey

that extradition would be possible. He stated that while France '

""':fpretation, he “doubts—this- because of -the.n otor:i.ety....of ihe EISLER case

T .‘ R 'I-z_kaid it 16 his. opin:Lon that the EISLER case. .~ o
,would govern in & violation of Section 1001 and it is very unlikely

. .' _ |:T_T :| mght give the crimé of perjury, under the statute, a broader mter; ' K

' advised- tha.t extradition, ‘under 18 USC 1001,

and similar statutes has not been attempted sincé the EISLER cases

He stated, however, that it is the policy of the State Department A
not . to request extradition of any person if. there .is moére than.a "

_"":Uj e, likelihood of itw_‘_pe‘lnz refused. | k . I

: ' |stated that not know:.ng the fhcts of the case.,
' t'he agent had Ih mind, he could: not make ‘a positive: statement, ~but

" Jer.  that he is inclined. to think thst’ any extradition under 18 USC 1001
() - would-be- refused;. using’ the EISLER case'as a precedent. A









