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person here first, ask questions later. Because of that, there 
was a potential for an even greater internal security risk with 
these cases than with Paperclip, which at least provided some 
semblance of military custody. In addition to hard-core Nazis, 
National Interest cases included former members of the Com­
munist party and the Italian Fascist party.

One German was an accused Nazi spy who, though brought 
to the United States to work for a New York optical company, 
promptly disappeared once he arrived. This should have come 
as no surprise, considering Goerz Langfeld’s track record. 
Langfeld had lived in America in the late 1930s and worked 
for Eastman Kodak in Rochester, New York. The FBI sus­
pected that Langfeld and several top U.S. businessmen were 
meeting with a notorious Nazi spy, who later was convicted 
of espionage. Langfeld left America in 1941, and reports of 
his wartime activities are conflicting. Langfeld claimed on one 
form that he had gone to Tokyo as a “tourist.” On another 
he said he had returned to Nazi Germany and joined the Luft­
waffe. Yet another story was that he had worked for the Ger­
man Naval headquarters in Berlin. One thing is certain: in 
late 1945 Army CIC agents thought he looked suspicious and 
threw him in jail. He was caught wearing a British uniform, 
brandishing a gun, and carrying falsified papers, including 
identity cards under several names. Langfeld escaped soon 
after his arrest and, under yet another alias, obtained a job at 
the Office of Military Government for Bavaria’s film division. 
By the time he was brought to the United States in 1952 his 
records revealed that he had used at least five different aliases.11

Even convicted Nazi war criminals were accepted under the 
project. Otto Ambros’s case is by far the most brazen example 
of how National Interest circumvented U.S. immigration laws. 
The fact that W. R. Grace and Company, headed by J. Peter 
Grace, employed Ambros as a consultant for decades is well 
known. But newly declassified JIOA and U.S. Army docu­
ments shed new light on this sordid affair.12

During the war, Ambros was a director of I. G. Farben, 
the chemical company that owned a firm that manufactured
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Zyklon B, the gas used to kill millions of Jews in the camps. 
Ambros took part in the decision to use Zyklon B in the gas 
chambers and personally selected Auschwitz as the site of an 
I. G. Farben factory, which he later managed, because Ausch­
witz concentration camp prisoners could be used as slaves in 
the factory. Nuremberg trial witnesses recalled the deplorable 
conditions under which Auschwitz prisoners were forced to 
work at Ambros’s I. G. Farben Auschwitz plant. “Thrashings, 
ill-treatment of the worst kind, even direct killings were the 
fashion,” testified Rudolf Vitek, both a physician and an 
Auschwitz inmate. “The murderous work speed was respon­
sible for the fact that while working many prisoners suddenly 
stretched out flat, turned blue, gasped for breath and died 
like beasts.” 13

I. G. Farben also manufactured nerve gas that was used in 
poison gas experiments on Auschwitz prisoners. These exper­
iments, conducted in secret laboratories at I. G. Farben fac­
tories, were used to determine how fast nerve gas would kill 
Allied soldiers. The helpless victims of these experiments died 
instantly. According to British intelligence, Ambros and Other 
I. G. Farben officials “justified the experiments not only on 
the grounds that the inmates of concentration camps would 
have been killed anyway by the Nazis, but also . . . that the 
experiments had a humanitarian aspect in that the lives of 
countless German workers were saved.” 14

Ambros was found guilty of slavery and mass murder at 
Nuremberg, but he was sentenced to a mere eight years’ im­
prisonment. Chief prosecutor Josiah DuBois regarded the sen­
tence as “light enough to please a chicken th ief’ and was so 
outraged that he wrote a scathing book about the men he called 
The Devil's Chemists. The JJOA had no such (juahns and kept 
Ambros’s name on JlOA hiring lists—even during his im­
prisonment. These lists were significant, since they contained 
the names of German scientists who had been cleared for em­
ployment under various JIOA and British projects. In addi­
tion, these Germans’ families received benefits, including food 
supplements, not available to average German citizens.15
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In 1951, General Clay’s successor, the High Commissioner 

of Germany (HICOG), John McCloy, released from prison 
many convicted Nazi war criminals, including Ambros. The 
Nazi chemist immediately was hired as a consultant by Grace, 
Dow Chemical, and other American companies, as well as the 
U.S. Army Chemical Corps under a consultancy project that 
was run administratively in Germany by HICOG—conve­
niently the same agency whose chief had just set Ambros free. 
The full details of Ambros’s consultancy with the U.S. military 
are unknown. The effect of that work, however, is abundantly 
clear. During the time that Ambros was a consultant, the 
chemical corps, using Auschwitz documents as a guide, con­
ducted the same type of poison gas experiments that had been 
done in the secret <1. G. Farben laboratories. This time, how­
ever, the experiments were conducted at Edgewood Arsenal, 
Maryland, and the unfortunate guinea pigs were more than 
seven thousand American soldiers.16

In the 1950s Grace repeatedly tried to get the State De­
partment to issue Ambros a visa but was turned down because 
he was a convicted Nazi war criminal. Then National Interest 
entered the picture, as it provided a way to bring otherwise 
excludable individuals to the United States under the attorney 
general’s waiver provision. According to State sources, the 
Justice Department approved Ambros’s entry and he visited 
the United States at least three times.17

The CIA’s tremendous influence on National Interest and 
Paperclip has been ignored prior to this book. The CIA was 
formed as a separate intelligence agency as a result of the 
National Security Act of 1947. A year later, the Office of Policy 
Coordination began operating as the CIA’s covert action arm, 
headed by Frank Wisner, formerly chief of OSS operations in 
the Balkans during World War II. Wisner’s OPC operated out 
of the State Department, which proved highly advantageous 
to the intelligence agents running Paperclip. His considerable 
influence in the State Department meant a more favorable 
climate, particularly since Samuel Klaus and other Paperclip 
detractors had been forced out of the picture. In addition,
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Wisner handled the CIA investigations of individuals brought 
to America under all JIOA projects. Considering the well- 
publicized facts surrounding the CIA’s own use of Nazi war 
criminals, it should not be surprising that the CIA name checks 
reported “no derogatory information.” 18

Wisner also helped the JIOA obtain visas for Paperclip sci­
entists. For example, in February 1948 Director of Intelligence 
Stephen Chamberlin met with Wisner to discuss JIOA’s prob­
lems with Klaus and the Visa Department. Chamberlin told 
Wisner that around 350 Germans were still living in the United 
States under military custody, but they could not become per­
manent residents without State Department approval. “This 
condition has resulted in an unfavorable reaction on specialists’ 
morale,” Chamberlin said. He asked Wisner to accelerate the 
visas and to support JIOA’s efforts to change Paperclip policy 
to enable the Germans to get visas before their arrival in Amer­
ica.19

Less than a month later the State Department notified the 
JIOA that it would accelerate its processing of visas in the 
Paperclip cases. The new director of the Visa Department, 
Herve L’Heureux, also issued instructions to consuls in Ger­
many that only major Nazi leaders would be barred from ob­
taining visas. By 1949 Paperclip scientists began to obtain visas 
prior to their arrival in the United States.20

The National Interest project provided a way to slip military 
or CIA intelligence assets into the country. The CIA group 
involved defectors or individuals who possessed information 
of significant intelligence value. JIOA officers passed on the 
names of the CIA group to the attorney general for final ap­
proval. “We just did the paperwork,” recalled retired U.S. 
Army Colonel Bernard Geehan, who served on the JIOA from 
1953 to 1957. But that approval process was crucial, because 
the law was designed to admit people who otherwise would 
be inadmissible. As one CIA attorney admitted in 1979, the 
provision allowing the CIA to bring a hundred persons to the 
United States waived all grounds of exclusion, so theoretically, 
drug traffickers or persons convicted of serious crimes could
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for Armageddon amid the chill of the cold war not only by 
relying on Nazis here at home for their evil experiments but 
also by tapping the twisted minds of those still living in Ger­
many. As mentioned earlier, U.S. laws governing the Amer­
ican zone of Germany forbade the Germans from doing 
research on chemical warfare. But that did not stop the Army 
Chemical Corps or the High Commissioner of Germany, the 
U.S. organization that replaced OMGUS, from hiring chem­
ical warfare experts as “consultants” or funding German in­
dustries to produce chemical warfare materials for the United 
States.32

West Germany came under severe criticism when evidence 
surfaced in 1989 that German chemical companies had been 
helping Libya byild a chemical warfare plant. In particular, a 
column written by influential New York Times columnist Wil­
liam Safire refering to “Auschwitz-in-the-Sand” ominously 
cited the reemergence of “ the German problem.” But neither 
Safire nor anyone else mentioned that it was the U.S. govern­
ment who had put the German chemical warfare experts back 
to work soon after World War II, under the banner of the 
American flag.33

The U.S. agencies’ employment of German scientists living 
in the American zone was an enormous operation. At one point 
HICOG’s scientific director, Carl Nordstrom, had at least 150 
Germans working for him as consultants. They offered advice 
or gave U.S. agencies information about their wartime re­
search. At the same time, the Army Chemical Corps employed 
some thirty German chemical warfare experts to conduct secret 
nerve gas research for the Chemical Division of EUCOM. 
Many of these scientists met with Hoffmann when he traveled 
to Germany seeking information about psychochemicals or 
other new chemical discoveries. Others, like convicted Nazi 
war criminal Otto Ambros, were flown to the United States 
to work as consultants under National Interest for American 
corporations such as Ambros’s employer, the W. R. Grace 
Company.34

Former SS Brigadier General Walter Schieber was among
1
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the more notorious individuals on the U.S. payroll. One army 
officer called him “the prototype of an ardent and convinced 
Nazi who used the Party to further his own ambitions.” Never­
theless, he worked for more than a decade for the Chemical 
Division at EUCOM, where he was given access to highly 
classified information about U.S. chemical warfare activities. 
At one point he even helped the division make nerve gas.35

Schieber, a chemist, had been in charge of the Nazi Ar­
maments Supply office under Albert Speer during the war. He 
supervised the seizure of arms factories in France and other 
Nazi-occupied countries, and later in the war oversaw the 
Nazi’s chemical warfare program. Thousands of civilians were 
forcibly brought to Nazi Germany to work as slave laborers 
in armaments factories under Schieber’s control. In 1945 he 
was jailed as a war crimes suspect.35

Speer was convicted at Nuremberg and sentenced to twenty 
years in prison, but Schieber saved his skin by serving as a 
star witness at the Nuremberg trials and writing chemical war­
fare reports for the U.S. Army while he was still in jail. By 
1947 U.S. intelligence agents had decided that Schieber’s 
knowledge of chemical warfare was more important than his 
Nazi past. “ Several obstacles were overcome by American 
authorities before Schieber’s scientific knowledge could be 
exploited,” one Army CIC agent noted. One of those obsta­
cles was removed when U.S. intelligence officers got him re­
leased from prison. Within a short time Schieber was making 
DM 1,000 a month working for the Chemical Division at 
EUCOM.37

Air Force Colonel Donald Putt tried to bring Schieber to 
Wright-Patterson under Paperclip, but his scheme was 
squelched by an Army CIC investigation of Schieber’s involve­
ment with shady characters all over Europe. Schieber had 
French contacts who had offered him $50,000 for Nazi nerve 
gas formulas contained in documents he kept in his house. 
Some of his Swiss friends were arms smugglers who supplied 
weapons to SS officers on the run. And Schieber’s frequent 
business dealings with Soviet officials in the eastern zone raised
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Nevertheless, disturbing questions did surface about Hu- 
bertus Strughold’s Nazi past amid charges that government 
agencies and highly placed political officials were protecting 
him. While the Air Force touted him as the “ father of Amer­
ican space medicine,” Strughold was publicly identified as one 
of thirty-seven war crimes suspects who were under investi­
gation by the U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service 
(INS). His name was included on the list because of a letter 
written in 1958 by one Julian Bach to the editor of the Saturday 
Review concerning the Dachau experiments. But the 1958 
investigation that followed quickly turned into a joke. INS 
made a discreet check with none other than the Ait Force— 
the same military branch that helped cover up Strughold’s past 
in the first place—and then dropped the investigation after 
being told that Strughold already had been “appropriately 
investigated.”5

Soon after Strughold’s name surfaced again in 1974, Holtz- 
man received conflicting reports from INS when she inquired 
about the status of his case. In one instance, Iloltzman ob­
tained an INS status report noting that a regional INS office 
had been directed to cancel its investigation. Later, INS Di­
rector Chapman told Holtzman that the investigation into 
Strughold’s background was still ongoing.6

A controversy ensued when INS closed the case following 
an inquiry on Strughold’s behalf by his Texas congressman, 
Henry Gonzales, who complained to Chapman that Strug­
hold’s name had been released as a person under investigation. 
Gonzales said he had been informed by an “interested indi­
vidual” that Strughold’s background already had been thor­
oughly checked. “ If he did have a suspect past,” Gonzales 
wrote, “I do not believe he would have ever pursued his profes­
sion, let alone submit to extensive investigations required for 
the sensitive jobs that he held for our government.” A few 
days later, Chapman reported back that inquiries to the mil­
itary and other federal agencies had disclosed “no derogatory 
information” and therefore the INS considered the case 
closed.7
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Then Strughold claimed in a New York newspaper that he 

had never even heard of the Dachau experiments until after 
World War II. That claim was disputed in a magazine article 
by journalist Charles Allen, which gave details of Strughold’s 
attendance at a conference in 1942 at which the freezing ex­
periments on Dachau prisoners were clearly revealed, causing 
a sensation among the scientists at the conference. After that 
revelation, U.S. immigration official Henry Wagner admitted 
to The Nezv York Times that there was no evidence in Strug­
hold’s file that he had ever been asked directly whether he had 
known of the Dachau experiments on human beings.8

A General Accounting Office investigation in 1978 could 
have blown the lid off the entire Nazi issue, including Paper­
clip. The GAO is the investigating arm of Congress, and it 
has the authority to obtain documents and question witnesses. 
But the GAO allowed itself to be duped by government agen­
cies instead of using its authority to conduct a thorough probe. 
The investigation focused bn whether there had been a wide­
spread government conspiracy to obstruct investigations of 
Nazi war criminals living in America. Although the GAO re­
vealed that some government agencies had employed or uti­
lized Nazis, the agency concluded that there had been no 
conspiracy to obstruct justice.9

But later the GAO was shocked to learn that government 
agencies had indeed deliberately withheld information from 
GAO investigators. As a result the GAO conducted another 
investigation in 1985. But that report was an outright white­
wash. The GAO was informed of some of the major findings 
in this book, and the Bulletin article revealing the original JIOA 
coverup already had been published in April of that year. But 
GAO investigators said they were not interested in seeing the 
materials. The GAO’s 1985 report not only ignored the pub­
lished evidence, but it contained glaring errors, such as stating 
that Paperclip had ended in 1947(1), and parroted all of the 
false myths that have been trotted out through the decades. 
GAO investigator John Tipton later admitted in an interview 
that research for the report had been “superficial.” 10

':XT

I



256 Secret Agenda

pointment of industrialist J. Peter Grace to chair a budget 
advisory committee, because of Grace’s links to convicted Nazi 
war criminal Otto Ambros. Grace’s chemical company had 
been employing Ambros as a technical advisor since his release 
from prison in Nuremberg in 1951. In the midst of bad pub­
licity and an investigation by Congressman Tom Lantos of 
California, a Holocaust survivor, both Grace and Dow Chem­
ical claimed that Ambros was no longer working for them. 
Ambros, however, admitted in an interview in 1986 that he is 
working for somebody in the United States, but he refused to 
say who. “ I’m still working for U.S. companies but they don’t 
want me to talk,” he said. “There has been too much trouble 
with the press.” Ambros said he works as a chemist developing 
new plastics and chemicals.28

Some of President George Bush’s activities also raise serious 
questions about the OSI’s fate under his administration. Dur­
ing Bush’s 1988 presidential campaign several members of a 
volunteer ethnic coalition in Bush’s campaign were exposed 
as Holocaust revisionists or members of Nazi or Fascist groups. 
Cochairman Jerome Brentar admitted that as a postwar officer 
in the International Refugee Organization in Germany he had 
helped hundreds of Nazis to emigrate to the United States, 
“whether [they were] in the Waffen SS or in the Wehrmacht.” 
Other coalition members included Florian Galdau, a Roman­
ian Orthodox priest who is the New York chief of the still- 
existing Iron Guard, Romania’s pro-Nazi movement; Radi Sla- 
voff, leader of a Bulgarian group formed by wartime members 
of the Nazi-aligned Bulgarian Legion; and former members 
of the Latvian SS and P-2 Lodge, an illegal Italian group that 
plotted to overthrow the Italian government in 1970 and install 
a dictator.29

In addition, on July 20, 1988, Bush attended a dinner in 
Detroit sponsored by the Captive Nations Committee and the 
American Friends of the Anti-Bolshevik Bloc of Nations, some 
of whose members are longtime agitators against OSI because 
of OSI’s cases against East European Nazi collaborators. Even 
if Bush was unaware of their anti-OSI stance before the dinner,
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he certainly was made aware of it when outspoken OSI critic 
Bohdan Fedorak stated the groups’ strong opposition to OSI 
in his introduction to Bush. “I’m sure that there was nothing 
derogatory in that type of remark,” Fedorak said in an inter­
view. “Otherwise, I’m sure that we would have heard it either 
from him [Bush] or from other people.” According to Fedorak, 
Bush said nothing in the OSI’s defense in his remarks at the 
banquet.30

Bush’s background as a former CIA director poses a poten­
tial conflict should the OSI decide to deport a Paperclip sci­
entist or other Nazi who had been on the CIA’s payroll. The 
CIA’s history certainly shows the agency’s well-known pro­
pensity for protecting its own. In 1980, for instance, the OSI 
was forced to dismiss a denaturalization complaint against al­
leged Nazi war criminal Tscherim Soobzokov as a result of 
documents that suddenly appeared in his files after the OSI 
filed charges in 1979. The OSI complaint had charged that 
Soobzokov had concealed his membership in various Nazi or­
ganizations, including the Waffen SS, when he applied for a 
visa to enter the United States. The OSI was forced to dismiss 
its case when a “V-30 personal data form” and an “operations 
memorandum”—ostensibly showing that Soobzokov had dis­
closed what he was charged with concealing—mysteriously 
appeared in the CIA’s files and in Soobzokov’s possession. 
Interestingly, the State Department—the agency responsible 
for issuing Soobzokov’s visa— had no record in its files of either 
document. Furthermore, when OSI attorneys initially re­
viewed the CIA’s files on Soobzokov, no evidence of these 
materials had been found.31

“Given all this, some may conclude that the CIA may have 
manufactured this evidence to protect Soobzokov, long ru­
mored to have been an employee of the Agency,” Elizabeth 
Holtzman told her congressional colleagues in 1980.32

In looking at the whole story of Paperclip today, the project’s 
most ominous legacy lies in the cold war philosophy of the 
intelligence officers who guided the project through the de­
cades. Central to that Machiavellian belief is that the end jus-
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