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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

HAROLD WEISBERG, 

Plaintiff, 

V, 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, 

Defendant. ·. 

AFFIDAVIT 

My name is Harold Weisberg. I am the plaintiff in this instant cause. 

I reside at . 7627 Old Receiver Road, Route 12, Frederick, Md. 

1. My prior experiences include those of reporter, investigative reporter, 

Senate investigator and intelligence analyst. My experience as an intelligence 

analyst was in the forerunner of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) and in· 

the Department of State. 

2. In addition to th~se prior experiences, I have devoted 16 years to 

study of the assassination o( President Kennedy and its official investigation. 
J 

I am responsib~e fo~ bringing to light much of what did not come to public atten
; 

tion as a result of the Warreµ Commission's ( the Commissic:m) work. . The first of 

my seven books : was ~he first qefinitive andlysis of the work of that . Co~ission. 

It and my subrequen~ books also analyzed the func.tioning of_ the various polic'l, 

investigative and intelligence agencies involved ._in the investigation of the 

I 
! 

I 
I 
I 
I 
' I 
i 
l 

i 
I 
I 
I 

! 
i t, . • - ~ 
3 
? 
i 
i 
i 
f. 

assassination. a I have made ext,ensive use of the Freedom of Info~tiQn Act (FOIA), · i . ~ 
obtaining and studying an enormqus volume of records-of the various agencies. I 1 

know of no one who ha~ examined a~ many formerly secret records relating to the 

crime and its investigation. My kn9wledge is such that in C.A. 75- 226 the 

Department of Justice stated that I know more about the assassination of President 

Kennedy and its official investigation than anyone in the FBI. 

3. I have read the November 26 affidavit . of Robert E. Owen (the Owen 

affidavit), of the Direc~orate of Operations of the CIA. 
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4. Although misleading and dissembling are prized and well-developed 

skills in all intelligence agencies, in the CIA these are most highly prized -

and practiced - in the componeot of which Owen is part. In less polite language, 

it is known as "dirty tricks." 

5. To my knowledge there is nothing in the Owen affidavit that could not 

have been alleged in his and other prior government affidavits in this instant 

cause. 

6. Based on my knowledge and experience, I believe that the reason the 

statements in this affidavit were not made earlier is because of the risk, 

known to the defendant, defendant's counsel and the CIA, that I would prove them 

to be deceptive, misleading and untruthful. 
;nd,c~td 

7. rBecause the Court at the October 17, 1979, calendar call that 

the Court does not read all the affidavits an1 because of the length required 

for a paragraph-by-paragraph rebuttal of the Owen affidavit, I state at the 

outset that it is the purpose of this affidavit to show that the Owen affidavit 

is deceptive, misleading, inaccurate and untruthful in ways that are not acci

dental.and that part of the proof is the attachments, most of which are of CIA 

documents that were disclosed by it long before th.e two Commission executive. 

session transcripts in question (the transcripts).were disclosed. 

8 . In Paragraphs 2 and 3 Owen presents a version of what he refers to as 

the "rationale" and "circumstances" of the.classification of the transcripts in 

question. He does~ state that the transcripts were properly classi'fied, and 

they were not. The Commission had no power or autho.rization to classify. These 

records were "classified" by the court repo_rter, as a means of avoiding carelesa

ness in his office. This was established in court in my C.A. 2052- 73. 

9. The "circumstances" set forth in Paragraph 3 are not relevant. They 

also are a careful rewriting of "cold war" history from which essentials are 

eliminated . This Owen account of the state of the world at the· time of the 

assassination concludes with, "One of the most distnrbing questions at the time 

was whether Lee Harvey Oswald was a Soviet agent." From this, in Paragraph 3, 

he inferred Soviet involvement. 
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10. Except among a few entrenched .political paranoids, the CIA knew and 

stated in contemporaneous recofds I have obtained that Oswald was not a Soviet 

agent and that the Soviets had no connection with the crime. A few samples of 

these records, disclosed by the CIA itself, follow below. At the time of 

Watergate, the CIA got rid of these officials of paranoidal view and preconcep

tion, those responsible for the fictions Owen now resuscitates. (Because there 

is overlapping of subject matter in the Owen paragraphs and in the records, 

there is overlapping in the paragraphs of ·this affidavit and its exhibits have 

relevance to other portions of the Owen affidavit than the parts to which they 

are initially addressed.) 

11. Owen's revisions of history ignore the fact that the Soviets pre

ferred President Kennedy over. 1!_is .. 1,msuccessful opponent st the time he was 

elected and over his successor. It is not reasonable to suspect that the Soviet 

Union would ssssssinste the American President of its preference only to have 

him succeeded by one it did not prefer.· There is no factual basis for the 

suspicion now and there was none st the time . As the CIA itself stated, the 

assassination was opposed to Soviet theory and practice. 

12. Owen does refer to the Bay of Pigs, one of s still unended series of 

great disasters . engineered by the CIA (o~e he does not mention is Iran), and to 

the "Cuban Missile Crisis," but he fails .to state their conclusion. The "Crisis" 

ended with assurances that there would be no war over or in Cuba snd with the 

beginning of what is now called "detente." The ·first step in this afte·r the end 

of the crisis iss the limited test ban agreement _initfated by President Kennedy. 

13. Pr~sident Kennedy took other steps towsr.ci::·reducing tensions with the 

USSR, such ss canceling an agreement to ·:, provide Great Britain with "Blue Streak" 

missiles and withdrawing American missiles near the USSR, beginning with those 

in Turkey. These changes in American policy for which President Kennedy was 

responsible, wanted by the Soviet Union, were clearly enunciated.in hie speech 

st American University t he summer before he was ssssoinsted. So while there were 

tensions in the world, to s large degree brought to ;: pass by the excesses. of 

agencies like the CIA, under President Kennedy's leadership and to ·the liking 

and agreement of the USSR, they were being reduced .. 
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14. At the time President Kennedy was assassinated, he had ordered the 

liquidation of United States involvement in Viet Nam. This was to be accom-

plished by monthly withdrawals of "advisers" and to be completed by the next 

election. The process was begun. It ended a few days after he was killed. 

Earlier he had ordered the end of our intrusions elsewheEe in Southeaat Asia. 

This was circumvented by the CIA, which continued those subordinate undeclared 

wars with proxy armies of its creation and financing. This is thoroughly docu

mented in The Invisible Government, by David Wise and Thomas B. Ross, first 

published in June 1964. 

15. The baseless question of "whether Oswald was an agent of the USSR" 

was created by a few CIA political paranoids and others of the same mindset. The 

CIA pressed this at best dubious theory on President Johnson with such vigor it 

is a wonder World War III was not launched as a result. The CIA rushed to the 

White House known fabrications alleging Oswald was a "red" agent. The CIA's 

Mexico City station pushed this hard. When the CIA continued this campaign with 

the Warren ColIIDlission, the FBI castigated Director John McCone for his irresponsi

bility in this regard. The fabrication the CIA pressed upon the new President, 

who was ·ilIIDlersed in the tragedy, in preserving tranquillity and in the problems 

of succession and transition, had th_e known purpose of using the assassination of 

the President as the justification for an. attac~ on Cuba, which really meant 

• 
launching World War III. 

16. After the CIA disclosed the documents in which .the ·foregoing is explicit, 

it suspended its FOIA disclosure of records relating ~o the assas~ination. I still 

await compliance with my 1975 requests and repeated ·appeals. 

17. This fear of World War III and the holocaust it would have meant is 

the argument by which President Johnson persuaded Chief Justice Warren to head the 

Presidential Commission as Warren informed his staff at its first meeting with him 

on January 20, 1964. One of several ColIIDlission records relating.to this that I 

published in · 1973 states: "When the . position had first been offered t;o him he 

declined it, on the principle .. that Supreme Court Justices should not take this · 

kind of role." After -referring to w~despread rumors the President said that some, 
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"if not quenched, could conceivably l ead th_e country into a war which would cost 

40,000,000 lives. No one could refuse to do something which might help prevent 

such a poaa ibility . The Pres ident convi nced hi m t hat t his was an occaa ion on 

which the actual conditions had to overrule general principles." 

18. One of the fabricated reports of Oswald as a paid "red" assassin, 

referred to in Paragraph 15 above, was concocted by a Nicaraguan, Gilberto 

Alvarado Ugarte, then.in Mexico City . It was immediately identifiable as a 

fabrication. Nonetheless, the CIA hawked it immediately to the White House and 

then to the Commission, notwithstanding the fact that it had been disproven. An 

FBI internal memorandum denouncing this, of December 19, 1963, from its head

quarters "Oswald" file is attached as Exhibit 1. (The unnamed source referred 

to in the conclu~ing sentence is Gerald Ford, who was an FBI informant on secret 

Commission matters, according to FBI records I obtained in C.A. 77-2155.) 

19. Twelve days earlier, according to FBI cable No. 214 from its Mexico 

City Office (file 105-82555-242), Alvarado, who made up this story to get the 

United States to attack Cuba, was to be deported the next morning. The cable 

concludes, "CIA HERE ADVISED ... " 

20. About Owen's "most disturbing" question (Paragraph 3), "whether Lee 

Harvey Oswald was a Soviet agent, " the CIA knew better and its records say other

wise. One, of the time prior to Nosenko's defection and reporting of the Russian 

belief that Oswald was an American agent, is CIA Document Number 376-154 (Exhibit 

2). The CIA released this before shutting down all compliance .. It debunks any 

Soviet involvement in the aasasaination.-

21. Parfnthetically, I note that this CIA~iac;osure also holds the kind 

of information Owen now claims, in Paragraph 5 and elsewhere, must pe withheld 

in the interest of national security, whaifthe CIA knew about Soviet intelligence. 

22. Each of the six numbered sections of this record dated December 11, 

1963, states the opposite of what Owen now states. The_ first section says thpJ 

. I 
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I 

the definitive FBI reports ordered by the President 
/,).:.. i0 i~o UJcV./ · 

,:r care5or,~1 r -11~ 
that 1'0swald was the agent of any foreign government." The second states that 

what is known of Oswald is contrary to what is known of the KGB ' s practice, that 
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"Long standing KGB practice generally forbids" what Oswald is known to have done, 

including when he made contact with the American Communist Party and Soviet 

erubasaiea. The third begins, "Certain faceu of Oswald's act ivitiee in the USSR 

also argue strongly that the KGB would never have recruited him for a mission of 

any kind ... As a re-defector from the USSR he would immediately be suspect . .. 11 

The fourth rules out Oswald as the kind of person the USSR would have used in any 

"executive action" ot assassination. ( Interestingly, the concluding sentence 

confirms in advance what Yuri Nosenko later said the KGB concluded about Oswald: 

"Even if the KGB had not earlier noted signs of mental aberration, the suicide 

try presumably furnished convincing evidence that Oswald was not agent material.") 

The fifth cites Oswald's activities in Dallas prior to the assassination "as one 

more negative indication of KGB involvement." It also states of this that '!It is, 

of course, most unlikely that a KGB agent on an executive action mission would be 

permitted (or would permit himself) to" behave publicly as Oswald was reported to 

have behaved - attracting considerable attention to himself by bad conduct on a 

shooting range. Six begins, "The evidence presently available to us seems fairly 

conclusively to rule out any Soviet involvement in the Presid~nt's assassination." 

None of . this information was ever refuted. Most of it is axiomatic in the craft 

of intelligence. (Another axiom is that. the intelligence agencies do not assassi

nate agents of hostile agencies or the heads of other states for to do so is to 

start an endless, self-defeating bloodbath. One of the few exceptions is the CIA, 

which plotted to kill Castro and other heads of state.) 

23. Subsection 6.c is another of the many tr~ubling indications cited 

below that suggest Oswald was not alone and may have .had unknown domestic connec

tions. It notes accurately that sometimes Oswald misspelled and we'.s i.mgraannatical 

while .at other times he was "rather surprisingly literate." Where he was so 

"surprisingly literate" is in letters later used to pin a red label on him, his 

efforts that are consistent with what is known in intelligence ~s establishing 

a cover. 

24. Throughout, the Owen affidavit is skilled in its Orwellian pr_actice. 

In Paragraph 4 it takes doctrine from "Through the Looking Glass, 11 ·. in Alice In 

Wonderland. It bE!gins misleadlingly~ . "In February of 1964 Yuriy Nosenko ... 

defected to American intelligence . " . Actually, Nosenko went to the CIA, not 
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"American intelligence , 11 earlier . Records, disclosed by the CIA establish this 

was the preceding month. (For example, see CIA Document 498, Exhibit 5.) Then 

Owen states, "Among ot her things , he · i ndica t ed he pouessed i nformat ion abou t 

Lee Harvey Oswald's contacts with the KGB while Oswald was in the Soviet Union." 

This is essential to Owen's and the CIA's present purposes and therefore is 

stated. But it is contrary to fact, to what the FBI reports say and to what the 

CIA itself gave as a.basis for its long abuse and illegal captivity of Nosenko, 

Nosenko's statement that the KGB made no contact with Oswald, considering him 

unstable. John L. Hart's testimony for the CIA to the House Select Committee on 

Assassinations (the committee) is quite explicit on this. Hart, too, found it 

hard to believe that the KGB made no contact with Oswald . 

25. These formulations also serve to obscure the CIA's real problem with 

what Nosenko said. This is stated in my prior affidavits and is undenied - the 

Russians suspected that Oswald was an American "agent in place." This pointed 

at the CIA, although not it alone, but it did not point at the FBI. 

26. The Nosenko or June 23 Commission transcript holds no indication that 

the Commission Members were informed of .this by the CIA. 

27. "As Nosenko was debriefed," the Owen revision of actuality continues, 

"it became clear that Oswald was not an agent of the KGB! Owen is careful not 

to say when "it became clear." This is because it "became clear" enough prior 
Dece 111_ tP--¥ 

to the CIA ' s writing of Exhibit 2, which is dated 11, 1963, or some weeks 

before Nosenko defected. 

28 . Ignoring Exhibit 2 and an abundance of other records and proofs, Owen's 

newest and long-delayed explanation of alleged ne~d .. t_Cl withhold continues with i 
"The problem then became one of establishing Nosenko I a bona £ides., • I -f Mr. Nosenko 

could be proven to be honest and his information· to _be believable, it would be 

possible to conclude" what had already been concluded, "that· Oswald had no connec

tion with the Soviet KGB and that the Soviet Union had nothing to do with President 

Kennedy's death." Otherwise, Owen states, it would mean that Nosenko was "pro

grammed by the KGB to pr ovide false information to establish the 'innocent' 

natur e of Oswald's" nonexisting "contacts with the KGB." And horr or of horrors, 

thus " i t wo11ld )la'(e been -possible to conclude that Oswald may have been an agent 

of the KGB · when he sho t Pre sident Kenne_dy." 

29. All of t hese fictions , all of t hese "pos sible" conclusions t hat 
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di sregar d and are cont r ar y t o t he off icial ,: conclusions al r eady r eached and 

published on exactly those points, are essential to the newest of these constantly 

changing CIA excuses fo r t he unju11 tifiable withholding : "Establishing Nos enko' s 

bona fides was a critical element in making any judgment on the possibility of 

Soviet involvement in President Kennedy's death." 

30. Owen's conjectures are neither logical nor reasonable. If Nosenko 

were not being "honest," there could be other explanations. Those provided by 

Hart include the physical and emotional conse'fUences of the severe punishment and 

the exceptional strain of three years of isolation in a vault, broken only by 

interrogations and efforts to break Nosenko down. Moreover, there was no need 

f or the Soviet Union to "program" Nosenko with " false information" and dispatch 

him "to establish the 'innocent' nature of Oswald's contacts with the KGB" or to 

lead this country t o believe that the KGB had no connection with the assassination 

once the official conclusions stating this were published. This was on and after 

December 5, 1963. 

31. Even if ~elevant to the continued withholding of the transcripts, as 

it is not, "establishing Nosenko's bona fides," Owen's formulation, was no great 

problem, If he provided valuable information that was hurtful to the KGB and 

helpful to the United States, he was bona fide. 

32. He exposed a number of KnB agents and operators, which is hurtful to 

the USSR and helpful to the CIA. He also "pinpointed the location of forty-four 

microphones bupt into the walls of the American Embassy (in Moscow) wh.en it was 

constructed in 11952. They were outfitted with covers that shielded them from 

electronic sweeps ... 11 (quoted from John Barron's book\ KGB, for which both the 

CIA and the FBI provided information.) Hart's testimony on behalf.of . the CIA 

confirmed this. The importance and value of such information cannot be exaggerated, 

nor can the harm it did to the KGB's anti- American intelligence gathering. Even 

if it had been assumed for 12 years that the building was bugged, until Nosenko 

''pinpointed the location" of these 44 bugs, nobody knew what parts of the embassy 

were bugged and what were not . Knowing rather than merely suspecting the bugging 

also was important information. 

8 

----------------- ·-------------- -



33. Nosenko's subsequent career as a well-paid CIA consultant, lecturer 

and text wr iter on intelligence leaves no doubt about his bona fides. Only those 

who had motive f or deatroying him - and literally planned to do it - could bel i eve 

the irrational and unbelievable, what Owen conjectures and Hart testified was 

without foundation. 

34 . The method by which the CIA undertook to establish Nosenko's "bona 

fides" - torture and unprec_edented abuse according to Hart but } "model" treatment 

according to the CIA's affidavits in this instant cause - is the one way guaranteed 

not to accomplish that end. On its part the FBI had no doubts about Nosenko's 

bona fides. Otherwise, as my uncontested prior affidavits state, it would not 

have arranged for him to testify before the Commission without consulting either 

the Commission or the CIA. 

35. Owen's dissertation on "establishing the bona fides of a defector," 

his Paragraph 5, acknowledges that this can be accomplished by "independent 

verification of a substantial portion of the intelligence :;information received 

from the defector." ·Instead of stating whether or not the CIA was able to do 

this, as it was and did, Owen goes into but a single means, C}A agents inside the 

hostile- service. He implies there are no other means. He describes verification 

capability as "normally a well-guarded secret, since public acknowledgment usually 

prompts hostile action to negate such sources." His big point is that "the public 

acknowledgment of a lack of such capabilities can be very effectively used against 

an intelligence service by hos.tile foreign intelligence services." Carried away 

by his mixture of irrelevant truth and untruth, Owen reaches the newest excuse 

I 
l 

I 
! 
l 
I 

when the deft:c.tor is an intelligence officer I 

I 

for withholding the transcripts: II 

(and) the independent verification requires -other sources knowledgeable of the 

daily, inner workings of the defector's intelligence service." Owen leaves no 

doubt that he really means only CIA agents inside the KGB with "acknowledgment of 

the CIA's ability to provide independent verification of informa~ion received from 

a KGB defector would establish the likelihood that the CIA had sources inside the 

KGB." And such a CIA agent inside the KGB, . without whom no verification of Nosenko 

would be possible, had to be of high rank, ·able to "influence KGB ·intelligence 

activities." . 
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36. All of this typifies CIA effor~s to intimidate the courts. Without 

doubt, the CIA is expert in intelligence matters. The courts, like sll concerned 

Amer icana, do care about preserving eaaential intelligence f unct ions and do tend 

to accept CIA representations. Few people outside of agencies like the CIA 

understand the actualities of intelligence or have specific knowledge of the 

matters in question. In this particular case the CIA representations are untrue. 

It can be and in the.Nosenko matter it was simple to establish his bona fides by 

"independent verification" and this did not require any CIA agents inside the KGB. 

If Nosenko did provide valuable information not previously known, what is regarded 

as other than "throw away" information, his bona fides were established. The two 

matters cited above , identification of active KGB agents and operations and of 

the 44 bugs in the Moscow embassy, where "independent verification" required 

American, not KGB, probing of the embassy walls, are more than enough to establish 

Nosenko's bona fides. 

37. With regard to the alleged question of Nosenko's bona fides, it should 

be remembered that the conjectured purpose of dispatching Nosenko as a KGB disin

formation operator in the investigati,on of the President's assassination did not 

exist. It is a CIA-manufactured fiction. 

38. Owen then seeks to terrify the Court again with still another horror 

that, even if it were true, has no applicability in this case, that " if it became 

clear to the KGB that the CIA lacked the means of independently verifying certain 

information about the KGB," wha_tever "certain" may mean, "it might mean· that the 

CIA had no source inside the KGB which could in turn signify that the CIA had no 

way of knowing about any KGB agents operating inside .of the CIA ... " 

39. Taking the last part first, there was, after this case was in court 

and prior to the Owen affidavit; intense public discussion of just this, whether 

the KGB had penetrated the CIA. CIA people were on both sides. The debate centered 

around former Director William Colby and his efforts to cleanse tpe CIA. There 

was the suspi~ion that James Jesus Angleton, long-time head of counter-intelligence, 

was such a KGB "mol e" because his activities_ were constn(led as wrecking .. There 

is also the information provided by the CIA and the FBI to Edward J .-_ Epstein, 
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detailed in my prior affidavits and not refuted. Epstein then identified such 

a KGB "mole" by the code-name "Fedor a," with enough description to make his 

identification by the KGB automatic. (Angleton is one of t ho se who raised phony 

questions about Nosenko's bona fides: The alleged doubts resulted in the long 

abuse and illegal captivity of Nosenko and denied the CIA the dependable use of 

some of his information and his services which the CIA has since f ound so 

valuable. Angleton ~as an Epstein source. Whether or not related, iunnediately 

after Epstein's "Fedora" disclosure, Arkady N. Shevchenko, highest ranking Russian 

on . the United Nations staff, was first ordered home and then defected to the 

United States. The lurid details of the CIA's financing of his extravagant life 

thereafter, including an expensive call girl, have been on the front pages and 

are in a book by that woman. 

40. Moreover, it does not require a "source inside the KGB" to know of 

"KGB agents working inside of the CIA." There are other means of making the 

determination. In the recent case of the con~icted former CIA man, William P. 

Kampiles, there was no "source inside the KGB" to identify him. Internationai ly, 

there are.many similar illustrations. 

41. Because "independent verification" of Noaenko did not require a 

"source inside the KGB," the KGB would not assume either of Owen's alternative 

postulates, that ackno!<!ledged confirmation .of Nosenko meant the CIA had penetrated 

the KGB or that acknowledged failure to make independent confirmation meant that 

the CIA had not penetrated the KGB. The ~oat obvious additional disprqof of the 

first postulate is that it was done wit~out aid from any CIA agent inside the 

KGB, according to the CIA's own testimony, given by .Hart. The most obvious of 

the disproofs of the alternative postulate is that it was contemporaneously admitted 

that the CIA did not . immediately make verification. With the CIA's approval, 

the 1964 Warren Report says this . 

42. Along with his claim that to establish Nosenko's bona £ides the CIA 

required sources within the KGB, OWen also alleges in Paragraph 6 and thereafter 

a CIA inability to conduct investigations inside the Soviet Union. He qualifies 

this in Paragraph :7, where he cites Hart as authority for saying the CIA "did 
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not have any assets capable of making an i_nvestigation within t he Soviet Union . " 

This is not the same as saying that the CIA had no "assets " or "capabil it ies" 

within the USSR. 

43. The most obvious additional proof of Owen's wrongful inten t in all 

of this, his a llegations beginning in Paragraph 5, is the fact that t he CIA and 

the FBI disclosed records holding the identical information Owen now swears to 

this Court had to be withheld. Owen's new allegations supposedly account for 

the withholding of the transcripts u~t il the day t he government's brie f was due 

at the appeals court. The exhibits I provide in disproof of these Owen a llega

tions were provided to me by the FBI and by CIA before it suspended all compliance 

with my FOIA requests more than two years ago, which was prior to Hart ' s testimony. 

44. In addition, much such information was provided to the Warren Commission 

and was disclosed by the defendant with the CIA's approval . One of these records, 

of.!.!.!. pages, is titled "Oswald's Foreign Activities." This is precisely what 

Owen and the CIA now claim it could not investigate. It is the kind of information 

Owen now claims had to be withheld lest the nation's security be endangered. 

These records , long readily available to the public, abound in citations of the 

CIA and in confirmation of what Nosenko said . 

45. Although ~en represents that the CIA had no "assets" inside the 

Soviet Union, the consular official to who_m Oswald pretended to renounce his 

citizenship - while being careful to preserve it · - was Richard Snyder. Snyder 
I 
I 

is acknowledg~d to have been a CIA man. The Embassy doctor, w~o met with Oswald 

and gave Oswald his mother's name and United States address, also was an intelli

gence operative. He was involved in the Penkovsky _case and trial. He serviced 

Colonel Oleg Penkovsky's "drops." The exec~ted Penkovsky was an 11xtraordinarily 

valuabl e CIA asset. 

46. Exhibit 3, CIA Document 151- 60, discloses the CIA' s ability to check 

"landing cards and hotel registers." Unnecessary withholdings make it impossible 

to pinpoint the country of origin, but if it was Finland then the fact of CIA 

operations and investigations there was published by the Warren Commission. 

Publication includes the CIA's check . of landing cards and hotel registers there . . 
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The CIA al so conducted USSR investigations , re lating to Oswald from t here . 

Exhibit 3 also indicates the opposite of reason for the CIA to suspect Soviet 

involvement in the as sass ination . 

47. Another Soviet source is used in Exhibit 4, CIA Document 350- 140. 

The CIA's source,. identification withheld, met with "SOVIET EMB. REP.," which is 

substituted for identification. The information confirms Nosenko, "SOVIET SAID 

ACT INCOMPREHENSIBLE.BECAUSE COULD NOT EFFECT CHANGE IN U.S., ESPECIALLY FOREIGN 

POLICY ... " It states that "OSWALD! S STAY RUSSIA HAD NO BEARING ON Ci.OIE BECAUSE 

OF CP DIRECTIVE SINCE TIME OF LENIN CONSIDERED OPPRESSION OPPONENTS ONLY DAMAGING 

COMMUNIST MOVEMENT." .Meager as is this information, it could enable the KGB to 

identify the CIA's source. This disclosed record, which confirms some of what 

Nosenko said, that foreigners could work inside the USSR, illustrates that the 

CIA did not require agents inside the KGB for independent verification. 

48. Exhibit 5, CIA Document 498, is one of the earliest records relating 

to the assassination disclosed by the CIA. The subject includes Nosenko's name. 

The record itself discloses that he was "queried on the OSWALD affair on 23 

January 19,4." This is earlier than Owen acknowledges in his Paragraph 4. 

Exhibit 5 is the CIA's response to an FBI "memorandum ... in which you requested 

information which would tend to corroborate or disprove NOSENKO's information 

concerning Lee Harvey OSWALD." This is precisely what Owen swears to this Court 

could not be disclosed. However, the CIA did not try to con the FBI. In fact, 

!t did not even bother to classify the record. ·Contrary to the Owen a{firmation, 

that national security required secrecy for 15 ye~rs, until the CIA had domestic 

political need to d'ispense with some of fts false pre~enses, its ·1964 answer at 

the bottom of page 3 states explicitly what . Owen swears could not pe disclosed: 

"This agency has no information that would specifically corroborate or disprove 

NOSENKO's statements regarding Lee Harvey OSWALD." 

49. There is much information about which Nosenko was asked other than 

"regarding" Oswald. This had to do with what Oswald could and could not do within 

the USSR, applicable Soviet law, regulations, custom and practice and the manner 

of their observance, treatment of people like Oswald and much else. That the CIA 
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did confirm Nosenko in these areas i s refl~cted in readily available Warren 

Commission recor ds. However , most of t he information Noeenko c provided, many 

hundreds of pages of it in the CIA' s files, had nothing to do with Oswa ld or the 

assassination . 

50. There is similar revelation of what Owen states could not be disclosed 

in the CIA's partial but nonetheless fairly extensive re leases of its questioning 

of Noeenko and the r~e ponsee he made. Any informed intelligence agency could 

easily interpret these many _pages, like those attached ae Exhibit 6.titled 

"QUESTIONS FOR NOSENKO." This discloses to a subject expert less than it would 

have disclosed to the KGB, but it leaves little doubt that the CIA had a mindset · 

and bad ~nformation. It also reflects the CIA preconception that Noeenko lied 

or a determination to lead him to say that he lied to the FBI , whose released 

records I have and have studied . An intelligence analyst ' s study of this released 

record, particularly along with those of the FBI, would disclose precisely what 

Owen pretends the CIA was trying not to disclose by withholding the transcripts 

in question. 

51 . If the KGB had the interest, as Owen pretends , and if it did not 

obtain the CIA's releases, it could have gotten the CIA's questions from Edward 

Jay Epstein ' s book, Legend, pages 357 ff . 

52. The CIA ' s draft of questions to be addressed to the Soviet Government 

(CIA Document 489-196A, Exhibit 7 ) contains the same kind of disclosures. Even 

more , these questions were guaranteed to be counter-productive. Thia ~ay not be 

apparent to nonexperts, but the State Department and the Commission staff perceived 

this immediately. 

53. In June of 1978 the CIA disclosed a copy of the Commis~ion' s February 

1964 internal memo on this as GIA Document 513- 199B . (Page 1 only attached as 

Exhibit 8) 

54. Contrary to the Owen representation that the Soviet Government was 

suspected of_ complicity in the assassination, -t he Commission rec ommendation was 

that it be told that Oswald was a neurotic loner and he and the assassination 

were "not connected with the Russian ·Government." 

55. Of th~ CIA 1 e ·draft t he memorandum beg ins with: 
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The State Department feels that the. CIA draft carries an inference 
that we suspect that Oswald might h·ave been an agent for the Soviet 
Government and that we are asking the Russian Government to document 
our suspicions. The State Department feels that the Russian Govern
ment will not anawer a letter of this kind, at least not truthfully, 
and that it will also do positive harm in that they will take 
offense at our sending it to them. 

56. Why the sophisticated CIA would undertake to turn off any cooperation 

from the Soviet Government is one of many perplexing aspects of all of this, 

particularly of the ~IA's continuing withholdings and its continuing refusal to 

comply with my information· requests after many years. Despite the Owen repre

sentations, of alleged disclosures because of review and declassification for 

the House committee, my Nosenko requests, which date to 1915, remain without 

compliance. The appeals are not acted on, not even responded to. There has been 

no satisfactory explanation for the name of the embassy officer who servict:Jd 

Penkovsky's intelligence information "drops" appearing in Oswald's address book. 

Another troubling fact is the CIA's inability to show that Oswald could have 

reached Helsinki on his way to Moscow by the time he did if he had used any 

known commercial carrier, as my previous affidavits show. I cite these among 

a number of such troubling considerations because t hey can bear on motive for 

this latest in a series of palpably unfaithful CIA representations to this Court. 

57. Owen totally ignored the 10 pages of the January 21 transcript and 

all the information relating~to it provided in my prior affidavits until compelled 

to justify that withholding. He still ignores all I stated about it. He does not 

attempt to refute it because he cannot. From what Owen says of this t,anscript, 

it cannot be recognized. He says that it "reveats a discussion of the problems 

of how to verify information concerning activities in the Soviet Union related to 

Lee Harvey Oswald's personal experiences as a defector." Such infpnnation was 

disclose~ long before the transcript was denied, in the agendas of the executive 

sessions, which the defendant made available to me and to others. Owen says that 

"It is clear that CIA representatives had briefed the Commission staff on the 

Agency's cap_abilities." This is a large exaggeration. There is reference only 

to consultation with the two defectors and then only to consulting them "in 

drafting questi·ons to be put to the Soviet government and in reviewing the 
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documents (sic) wr itten by Oswald." It is "obvious that the CIA had many other 

capabilities. 

58 . OWen does no t state that nothing i s reasonably segregable. This is 

because, even if all he suggests were true, which it is not, then most of the 

transcript would still be reasonably segregable. 

59 . The Oswald "documents," his writings, were all in the public domain 

long before this tra~script was withheld. The Commission published them in 

facsimile. That they were ·e_xamined by the various executive agencies, including 

for codes, als
1
o was disclosed by the Commission. That they were unclassified is 

in the transcript itself. 

60. Because he cannot, even at this late date, contrive any other expla

nation for the unjustifiable withholding, OWen claims the transcript discloses a 

secret about these defectors, "the status of their relationship with the CIA and 

the manner in which they were proposed for use in support of the Warren Conunission." 

This, he states, "suggested a great deal about the level of confidence the CIA 

had in those defectors." 

61. This, obviously, is not true. The CIA , the State Department and / or 

the Commission could have ignored any and all suggestions made by the defectors 

in their "support," recommending questions to be asked of the Soviet Government. 

62. Likewise it is not true that "Conversely, the fact that no other 

intelligence capabilities were discussed to support the same" unspecified 

"objectives of the Commission suggested strongly that other assets (sic.) were 

either not available or not considered appropriate or reliable . " This is an 

invention that has no basis. The Commission° s agenc!a ._ was disclosed and this part 

of the transcript is limited to whether the Commission wanted the CIA to consult 

these two defectors for suggestions on the questions to be asked, no more . The 

absence of Commission, not CIA, reference to other "capabilities" or "assets" is 

entirely immaterial to whether or not the CIA had others, as it did in any event . 

63. However, still without naming them, as I have from what is in the 

public domain, (Men now does admit that "The fact that two officers bad defected 

from the KGB was obviously not a secret to the Soviet KGB!' In this he admits 

that the withholdipg served no national security end . 
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64. Owen does no t show how anythin~ would have been di sclosed by not 

withholding the transcript . He seeks to suggest it with the characteristic 

overblown generali ties of t he i ntel l igence agenc ies, which woul d stamp a recipe 

for chicken soup "secret." There would not have been any disclosure of " the 

s tatus of their relationship with the CIA." 

65. Consulting these two did not disclose the "level of confidence " 

imparted because their suggestions could have been ignored and because it is an 

obvious assumption that, once they _ defected to the CIA, it would ask them questions 

based on thei r knowledge and prior experiences . 

66 . However, because Owen raises these false questions, I address them 

with what had been disclosed , particularly by the CIA, while it withheld the 

transcript. This is to show that Owen's representations are spurious and that 

the CIA knew them to be spurious. 

67. The nitty- gritty , the questions to be asked of the USSR, in part is 

addressed in preceding paragraphs of this affidavit. Long ago the CIA itself 

disclosed two different copies of proposed questions from one of these defectors. 

The CIA typed and then retyped this memorandum, practicing different withholdings 

on the two versions and by this inconsistency demonstrating that it practices 

unjustifiable withholdings. CIA Document 413-76A consists of a copy of a carbon 

copy of one version, with a covering memo from which the date was first removed 

and then added ;by hand, "16 Dec 63." At the top of the first page of the 

defector's memq, after "Subject," all identification of the one_ who pro_vided the 

"Comments on P! esident Kennedy's Assassinatiorl' is · withheld. (These two pages are 

· attached as Exhibit 9.) Nothing else remains in the .heading. But in the other 

and clearer copy released by the CIA, from which in xeroxing the d9eument number 

was eliminated, the date of November 27, 1963, not 16 Dec 63, remains and " Soviet 

Defector" is written in near the obliteration of the name . The CIA's stamp reflects 

its FOIA disclosure in May 1976. (This copy is attached as Exhibit 10.) 

68. Becaus e of the time gap between the two defections, although the CIA 

withholds the name from what i t released , it nonetheless identifies this particula r 

defector by giving the time of his defect i on. The KGB, obviously, inew when each 
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defected. This one i~ Petr S. Derjabin (the FBI's spelling). 

69 . It cannot be claimed in late 1979 that there had to be withholding to 

keep secret t he "level of confidence" or lack of it that was reposed in Derjsbin 

when the CIA had already disclosed this by having him translate the published 

Penkovsky Papers, about which, over his name, Der jabin boasted in a letter to 

the editor of the Washington Post of November 19, 1965. (Derjabin also published 

two books, The Secret World in 1959 and Watchdogs of Terror in 1972.) Other ways 

in which his identification and career were public, including by Congressional 

testimony, are set forth in my earlier affidavits in this instant cause . That 

the CIA used Derjabin to translate the Penkovsky papers and permitted him to 

testify to a Congressional committee reflects the CIA' s "level of confidence" 

in him. 

70. The covering memo in Exhibit 9 includes the disclosure of what Owen 

claims had to be kept secret, "We have decided to pass on his views without 

editing, and this Agency does not specifically endorse his conolusions or 

recoOllllendations." 

71. That the CIA retyped and also distributed the memo does not suggest 

any lack of confidence or any belief that Derjabin's coOllllents are worthless. 

It also does not suggest any lack of confidence in Derjabin when the CIA proposed 

to the CoOllllission that questions be asked o.f the Soviet Government after it 

received Derjabin's November 27, 1963, recommendation that "the Soviet Government 

' ... should be requested to furnish information" about Oswald in the Sov_iet Union, 

followed by indication of the information to be sought. (Interestingly enough, 

Der j a bin postulated precisely what Nosenko later sai_d ,_ that Oswald "was considered 

unstable" by the KGB and that he was "allowed to leave the Soviet Vnion as an 

undesirable . ") 

72. For the most part Derjab~n's memo is paranoidal and inaccurate. It 

reflects a strong bias and pe rsonal prejudices. Giving credence to Derjabin 

discloses much about "the level of confidence" that can be vested in the CIA 

itself . 

73. Be ginning long before my ·first request for the withheld records, 

Der jab in' s identification· and past were public domain. Long before this instant 

cause was filed, the FBI disclosed records in the Warren Commission files relating 
1·0 

to him without withholding his identification. Some disclose that the FBI Mi,posed 

a zero level of confidence in him . Onr FBI record, compared with Exhibits 9 and 



10, adds justification of the FBI's opinio.n. 

74. In the FBI headquarters "Oswald" file, 105-82555, there is a long 

report by the Washington Field Office, Serial 1079 . I attach as Exhibit ll the 

cover page, which discloses that the record was never classified, and page 41, 

which refers to an interview with Derjabin on November 26, 1963. This is the day 

before the date on his CIA memo. 

75. The FBI ;reported that "DERJABIN does not believe the Soviet Government 

had any knowledge of OSWALD .' s plan to assassinate President KENNEDY." However, 

his next day's memo to the CIA states the opposite, that Oswald "was specifically 

dispatched to murder our President.,,· 

76 . This discloses more than " t he level of confidence" that could be 

vested in Derjabin. That the CIA did not convey this to the Commission also 

discloses much about the "level of confidence" that can be placed in the CIA and 

in any representation it makes regarding the withholding of the transcript. The 

transcript does not disclose this serious question about "the level of confidence'' 

the Commission could safely have had in Derjabin or in the CIA that proposed 

consulting him about questions to be asked of the Soviet Government. 

77. In my prior affidavits, from what was within the public domain, I 

i dentified the other KGB defector as Anatoly M. Golitsin. Owen still does not 

provide identification to the Court. However, what Owen withholds from this 

Court in late 1979 the CIA did not withhold in May 1976, for on the second page 

of the Derjabin memo h~ refers to "GOLITSIN's defection." This also discloses 

"the level of confidence" that can be placed in the Owen affidavit and any other 

CIA representations having to do with withholding attributed to "national 

security. " 

78, In Paragraph 6 Owen also seeks to convey the false notion that these 

two defectors were the only means available "to verify inf?rmation concerni~g 

activities in the Soviet Union related to Lee Harvey Oswald's personal experiences 

as a defector." He states that the CIA "briefed the Commission staff on the 

Agency ' s capabilities" and proposed only to use these two defectors as consultants 

on the question·s and in reviewing Oswald's largely anti-Soviet writings. He 

states also that "the fact that no other intelligence capabilities were discussed" 
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by the Corranission, not the CIA, "suggested :atrongly that other assets were either 

not available or not considered appropriate or reliable." This is a deception. 

Despi te Owen' s genera lities and vagueness, it i s no t true . 

79. Anyone who has examined the disclosed records of the Warren Conunission 

at the Archives knows very well that the CIA had and used many other means of 

verification and of obtaining and provid~ng information relating to Oswald and 

the USSR. To reflect this I attach as Exhibit 12 an early CIA record of the extent 

to which, contrary to Owen ' s. representations, the CIA was able to render services 

and provide information to the Warren Counnission. This record, CIA Document 647-

824 , is dated April 8, 1964. It states that as of that early date the CIA had 

"prepared and forwarded " to the Commission a large number of papers and other 

intelligence materials. This is one of many records showing t he CIA was able to 

do more than talk to two defectors. 

80. This record also indicates that the CIA had many means of estab li shing 

Noaenko•s bona fides other than by access to KGB records and particularly as it 

related to Oswald's life and treatment in the USSR. 

81. In Paragraph 7 Owen forgets that in his earlier affidavit, in which 

he could have alleged what he does in this one, he was content to attach merely 

the beginning of an unofficial transcript of Hart's testimony before the House 

corranittee. Now he cites books and pages, But st no point does he state that 

Hart's testimony related in any way to t he Commission's Nosenko or June 23 

transcript. It does not, as without contradiction my prior affidavit s~ates. 

Owen's references to classified materials and their alleged declassification are 

entirely irrelevant. He makes no effort to show any relevance. 

82 . Similarly, he here refers to the January 21 transcript .by quoting 

Hart on the intimidating but irrelevant, that the CIA "d id not have any assets 

capable of making an investigation within the Soviet Union." ·( emphasis added) 

No such question exists . It is not germane to the transcript or any of its content, 

which deals with whether or not the two defectors would be consulted in the 

preparation of questions to be sent to the Soviet Government, not investigatiQ9 

in the Soviet Union. There thus also is no relevance, except as another CIA 
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attempt to frighten this Court, in "public acknowledgement of CIA ' s limitation:· 

on intelligence activities in the Soviet Union in 1964 could still, in 1978, be 

used by the Soviet KGB to the disadvantage of the CIA and in a manner in which 

identifiable damage could result." 

83. Magically, this hazard has since vaporized, ostensibly because of 

"the political necessity posed by the Congressional investigation." Within my 

experience "poli tical necessity" is a new protection against hazard to national 

security. 

84. Obviously, this is another false pretense. If the committee's 

inspection did not reveal that the transcripts were improperl.y classified, they 

would still be classified, as is much else made available to the committee. 

85. At the time in question the CIA's "limitations" were not nearly as 

great in the Soviet Union as Owen would have believed. When the CIA had other 

"political necessity," it was disclosed that the top Soviet leaders had been bugged 

in Moscow, even when they were driving around , and their conversations were 

recorded. It also obtained a copy of Khrushchev's secret denunciation of Stalin, 

the entire lengthy text. 

86. Among defectors, the CIA was not limited to these two former KGB 

officers , as Owen represents. Another is the former Soviet naval officer who 

took the name •Nicholas Shadrin when he defected in 1959. Shadrin disappeared in 

Europe while rerving as an American agent. (Contrary to the CIA's representations 

relating to ifs . treatment of defectors, Nosenko in particular, retired CIA Deputy 

Director, Dr. , Ray Cline, is quoted in the Washington Post of December 9, 1975, as 

saying that "After ... what happened to Nosenko and Shadrin we may have trouble 

encouraging other defectors." Shadrin' s wife :.. or · widow - is quo~ed in the same · ! 
article as saying, "The Swedes warned us not to come to the U.S. They use you 

and dump you.") 

87. On his initiative and after several phone calls to me, one claiming 

a KGB background and CIA connection met with me in a public place in February 1975. 

He had a pathological hatred of Nosenko and resented very much that Nosenko was 

trusted by the· CIA. He also disclosed that other defectors were employed in the 
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Washingt on area . He i denti f ied one as wor king as a trans l a ter f or t he Na tiona l 

Institutes of Health. I know of no way in which this man could have known of 

my interest i n Nosenko except from s ome off i c i a l source and of no way any offi c ia l 

source could have known other than by eavesdropping becaus e this was prior to my 

firs t request of any agency fo r any Nosenko information. This man, who used the 

name "Mr. Martin" (Golitsin's middle initial is "M"), undertook to destroy any 

confidence I coutd have placed in anything Nosenko said. This incident, along 

with the CIA' s making Nos-enko available to John Barron and Edward J. Epstein, as 

detailed in my prior affidavits and referred to again below, is quite inconsistent 

with Owen ' s and the CIA's representations relating to defectors and alleged dangers 

to them. 

88. At the beginning of Paragraph 8 Owen interprets the June 23 transcript 

as meaning the Commission's primary concerns were an alleged inability "to estab

lish the bona fides of Nosenko" and "the negative consequences of this uncertainty 

for the Commission's hope to use Nosenko ' s information. " Others reading the 

transcript and knowing the subject matter may draw other conclusions, as I do. 

It reflects the CIA's successful befuddlement of the Commission. With regard to 

establishing Nosenko' s "bana fides, 11 as my prior Paragraphs show, the information 

Nosenko provided was not throw- away information, was important, and did e stablish 

that he was an authentic defector. Hart testified that the question was not even 

one of bona f~des; that with regard to what Nosenko said about Oswald and the KGB 

the question rather was one of his memory: which Hart testified was s~verely 

impaired by t\le CIA' s abuse and isolation of him·; and that despite his high 

intelligence-, ( scientific testing showed that Nosenko did not have a good memory. 

89 ·. Owen states that while some information was disclosed earli er, "None 

of the documents released prior to the report of the Hou se Committee in its Volume 

II contained details concerning the problems involved in es tablishing Nosenko's 

bona fides." This is a careful phrasing intended to deceive by misstating what 

i s at issue in the June 23 transcript and what was disclosed prior to it s r e lease . 

In fact, the transc r ipts themselves were di sclosed prior to the publication of 

Volume II. The June 23 transcript i"s not concerned with "the problems involved 
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in establishing Nosenko's bona £ides." Bye this means Owen seeks to deceive and 

mislead by suggesting that Nosenko's bona £ides had not been established or 

di~closed and that there was no disclosure of this prior to the release of the 

transcript. This is false. 

90. Owen represents a Commission concern over the "negative consequences" 

of uncertainty about Nosenko for its "hope to use Nosenko' s information.:• He 

shows no such negative consequences and there were none for the Commission. It 

expressed no such hope. It -concluded otherwise, as the transcript reflects. 

The Commission's records show that virtually all Nosenko said was available to 

it from other sources except for what the CIA wants ignored, his report that the 

KGB suspected Oswald served American intelligence. 

91. Because of the CIA, the Commission did not use Nosenko's name in its 

Report. The Report was altered prior to publication, again in response to the 

CIA's request. The original draft of the pertinent passage was released by the 

defendant in this instant cause on June 22, 1973. It states of Nosenko exactly 

what Owen would have believed was not known prior to the disclosures to the House 

committee, "his reliability cannot be assessed at this time. " This means that 

what Owen swears had to be kept secret from the KGB was available to it in this 

formulation for more than five years before the transcript was disclosed and for 

two years before this lawsuit was filed. 

92. There is a less specific formulation but one that would have been 

correctly understood by the KGB in a Commission staff memo on a ~arch 12, 1964, 

conference with the CIA. The first paragraph reads, "The first topic of conver-
. . 

sation was Yuri Nosenko, the recent Soviet defector , ., . the CIA's recommendation 

being that the Commission await further developments." Ambiguous ·as this is, it 

would have told the KGB that the CIA was discouraging the Commission's interest 

in Nosenko and that it questioned the dependability of what he said. This also 

is what Owen claims had to be and was kept secret. It also was .not withheld until 

1979. It was disclosed by the defendant on January 24, 1975, which is prior to 

the filing of this instant cause. 

93. Although it is true that the CIA misled the Commission.about 

Nosenko's bona £ides, it is not true that its alleged doubts were kept secret 

until the .Hou se report appeared . The KGB would no t have had to consult public 
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records. All it had to do is read the pap~rs. The CIA's own disclosure was 

dispatched around the world by an Associated Press story. I quote from a San 

Francisco newspaper's publication of a Washington story of March 25, 1976, to 

reflect the widespread publication within this country: 

A recently released CIA memo shows that James Angleton, then head 
of CIA counterintelligence, told the (Warren) Commission that the 
CIA had no information that would either prove or disprove 
Nosenko's story. 

This was more than three years before the time Owen swears the information was 

first made public. 

94. On May 9, 1975, on the coast-to-coast CBS- TV Evening News, John 

McCone, who was Director of Central Intelligence at the time of the Commission, 

was interviewed by Daniel Schorr. I attach as Exhibit 13 the transcript I 

obtained from CBS. McCone stated: 

It is traditional in the inteliigence business that we do not accept 
a defector's statements until we have proven beyond any doubt that 
the man is legitimate and the information is correct. It took some 
time to prove the bona £ides of the man , which were subsequently 
proven. 

95. This disclosure of even Owen's formulation, of establishing and 

acknowledging Nosenko's bona fides, also was more than three ~ears prior to the 

time until which Owen alleges it was kept secret . 

96. In Paragraph 9 Owen states that the House committee's staff report 

in its Volume II is "based, in part, on classified material made available by 

the CIA and the FBI. " If there was any cl1Jssified FBI mater.isl included, this 

means that the FBI withheld from the Commission. because the Commission; s staff 

report of June 24 , 1964, the day after the Nosenko e¥ecutive session, represents 

that the Commission received only two reports from ·the FBI, those cited in my 

prior affidavits. They were made available by the d_efendant on April 7, 1975 . 

This, too, is more than three years earlier than Owen represents as the first 

disclosure. This Commission record is the one cited above, as stating that "Most 

of what Nosenko told the FBI confirms .what we already know from·other sources." 

97. In Paragraph 10 Owen refers to portions of the Hart testimony he 

represents as describing the CIA's effort to establish Nosenko's bona £ides and 

as what the CIA told t he Commission about this. However, his quot.at ions relate 
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not to the CIA's effort to establish Nosenko's bona £ides but to its attempt to 

destroy him, thus confirming my prior affidavits: " ~The question of how to deal 

with Nosenko has been carefully examined, ... '" and "'The Agency's activity was 

devoted to breaking Noeenko, who was presumed, on the basis of supposed evidence 

g iven by Mr. X, that Nosenko was a "dispatched KGB agent" sent to mislead the 

United States.'" The Hart statement that the Coonniseion was told that Nosenko 

"was not a bona fide 9efector" is not reflected in any Commission records I have 

seen and Owen cites none. 

98 . "Mr. X" is Hart I s reference to the paranoid CIA official who toyed 

between the choices of driving Nosenko permanently insane and killing him without 

leaving a trace. He is one of the CIA officials who would have had an interest in 

Oswald if Oswald had had any American intelligence connections and who would have 

been involved with KGB defectors. 

99. In Paragraph 10 Owen swears to the opposite of the CIA'e earlier 

deceptions and misrepresentations in this instant cause, that its treatment of 

Nosenko was of a nature to attract other defections because he was used as a 

"model " to make defection attractive to potential defectors. "Breaking" a man 

is hardly "model" treatment. Both affirmations cannot be true. The other of the 

pair responsible for creating baseless doubts about Nosenko is Angleton . (Prior 

to heing forced out of the CIA, Angleton himself was suspected of being a KGB 

"mole" within the CIA. He also accused Director William Colby of being a KGB 

"mole" within the CIA.) The CIA's attitude and belief prior to . the beginning of 

i 
a~:ainst Nosenko its campaign 

1 
is reflected in Exhibit 12 . Thia was released in 

June 1976 by the CIA. Thie CIA memo says of "cert:ai_n aspects of the Soviet phase 

of the OSWALDe' careers" that "NOSENKO's testimony has probably el~minated the 

need for some" of the outlined work the CIA was to do for the Commission. This, 

therefore, discloses that as of April 8, 1964, the CIA credit-ed what Nosenko said, 

regardless of what it told the Counnission in March, quoted above in Paragraph 92. 

The superior official's evaluation of this reference to Nosenko's dependability is 

that it has "merit . " 

100. OwE!n' s longest quotation of Hart's testimony in Paragr_aph 10 is not 

24 



supported by my reading of the available records of the Warren Commiss ion . This 

beg ins, "It is my understanding that the Nosenko information was made available 

to the Warren Commission but it was made available with the reservation that this 

probably was not valid ... " In fact, "the Nosenko information" was not made 

available to the Commission by the CIA until after the Commission informed the 

CIA that it had received this information from the FBI. The FBI did not attach 

any "was not valid" stipulation. I have seen no record indicating that the CIA 

told the Conunission that Nosenko's information "was not valid." 

101 . The generalities with which Owen begins his eleventh and concluding 

Paragraph are not careless phrasing. They are necessary to avoid overt false 

swearing and as a prelude to his tag line, that the ''transcripts were declassified 

because of the declassification of material neeessary for the release of Volume II, 

not because of plaintiff's litigation." Owen shows no relevance of the content 

of the transcripts to" ... the problems that the U.S. Government had in 1964 in 

confirming the details of events taking place in the Soviet Union and in estab

lishing the details of activities of the Soviet KGB .. . " Nor does he say what events 

or activities . This is because there were none. Morever, the CIA had ·no diffi

culties in establishing the details of some events in the Soviet Union, such as 

the firings, global circumnavigations and landings of Sovie t satellites . Long 

before the time in question, we had the capabilities of photographing from space 

"events in the Soviet" Union with such "detail" that, as President Eisenhower 

informed the nation, the painted stripes on parking areas were clearly .visible 

and, as stated above, bugging the most intimate conferences of top Soviet officials. 

If by "activities of the Soviet KGB".Owen means but .for some reason fails to state 

"di s pat ching" Nosenko to provide disinformati"on relating to the aspassination of · l 
the President, then he fails to state this because qe cannot. He does not contest 

my prior aff idavit s which state that no such need existed because the conj ec tured 

need was eliminated weeks earlier by the disclosure of the conclusion of th e 

investigation the President directed the FBI to make, that there had been no 

conspiracy. 

102. Owen is not vague about these unspecified "events" because of any 
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intelligence need requiring secrecy. He is vague because he cannot state what 

does not exist at this point in this litigation without too great a risk. If he 

does not con t inu e t he CIA' s long recor d of mislead i ng , de ce iving and s t at ing 

untruths in this matter, he makes public acknowledgment of them, and that the CIA 

is not about to do or permit. 

103. Even Owen's representation of what transpired at the June 23 executive 

session is not faithful . The transcript does reveal that the Connnissioners were 

intimidated by the mystique of secrecy and the CIA's threat that it might disclose 

intelligence secrets and thus harm the nation. But neither is new. They abound 

in the Connnission ' s and other records that have been publi~available and for 

years have been admitted by the Connnission members and its staff. This, however, 

is not what Owen represents. His allegation that, even after more than a decade, 

releasing the transcripts would provide secret information to the KGB about the 

CIA and its capabilities hinges on the alleged disclosure of uncertainty about 

Nosenko's bona fides. This, as foregoing Paragraphs of this affidavit show, is 

not an existing or a real question but is a contrivance that is at variance with 

the facts and with the CIA's own prior disclosures. Neither the transcripts nor 

the Connnission' s report provides any comfort for the CIA contrivance. 

104. What Nosenko knew and could have told the CIA was well known to the KGB. 

None of this appears in the Warren Report, which the KGB could have bought anywhere 

for a dollar . There is no possibility that the KGB did not know from this omission 

th a t there existed at least a question relating to Oswald and Nosenko . The most 

likely conclusion within the KGB, from this alone, is precisely what Owen claims 

had to be hidden from it - that there was some doubt about what Nosenko said 

r e lating to Oswald. Doubt could not relate to other matters , like .his disclosure 

of those 44 KGB microphones hidden in the walls of the United States Embassy, for 

the KGB knew when they were innnobilized, even touched. Thus,- what the CIA 

persuaded the Commission to omit from its Report did inform the KGB of precisely 

what Owen now claims had to be "withheld" from. it all these years, thanks to the 

spurious and fabricated questions raised by a few influential political paranoids 

in the CIA. 
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105. What the transcript actually s,ays is that the Commission would not 

use Nosenko's information under~ conditions, not even "if he is subsequently 

proven to be a bona fide defector . " (Page 7641) The Chief Ju s tice himself said , 

" I am allergic to defectors, and I just think we shouldn't put our trust in any 

defectors." (Page 7643) 

106. While this does reflect that someone had raised a question about 

Nosenko' s bona fides _by June 1964, the CIA decided Nosenko was bona fide more than 

a decade ago and this fact was within the public domain. 

107 . In thi s regard I reiterate that the CIA has not made any effort to 

dispute my prior affidavits which state this or my allegations with regard to its 

having provided Nosenko in person and Nosenko information to writers John Barron 

and Edward J. Epstein, both long before the alleged declassification for the House 

committee or the release of these transcripts to me. 

108. The degree of attempted CIA intimidation of the Commission is also 

disclosed by the June 23 transcript, as is its successful deception of the 

Commission. General Counsel J. Lee Rankin informed the Members that "I just 

received a call from Mr. Helms this morning about it." (Richard Helms was then 

head of CIA dirty works, the component of which Owen is now part.) Helms' 

alleged fear was of l e tting the Members of the Presidential Commission read the 

Nosenko information provided to it by the FBI: "He'd learned that we even had 

papers that the Commissioners were looking at. " (Page 7645) Helms did not trust 

any American with what the KGB knew, not even a Member of a Presidentia~ Commie-

s ion: "And Mr.; Helms said that he thought it even shouldn't be circulated to 

the Commissioners, for fear it might get out, about .the name Mesenko," the way 

the court reporter misspelled Nosenko. (Page 7645) According to Cqmmissioner 

Gerald Ford, Helms worried for naught about this bec ause Ford said at the outset 

(page 7641) that his first knowledge came from some staff drafts he had just 

received but he had not "seen any F.B.I. or C.I.A. reports on him." This was more 

then three months af ter the Commiss ion received those FBI reports. In turn, this 

means that the Cornmissioners did not know t hat the KGB suspected Oswald had be en 

an American " sleeper agent," which would have fingered the CIA. 
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109. The only "insight into the CIA that the transcripts could provide," 

Owen's words, is not the baseless and often unfactual conjectures he swears to 

but that it could and did mislead a Presidential Commission and did hide from it 

and from the country the KGB's suspicion that the officially designated Presidential 

assassin served American intelligence. Nothing else was of consequence or not 

known to the KGB at the time these transcripts were withheld from me and there

after and Owen shows .nothing else that was of consequence. 

110. In this and in misleading and misrepresenting to a Court and in 

making untruthful representations, Owen and the CIA are consistent with what 

former Director Allen Dulles told his fellow CommisEioners on January 27, 1964. 

At pages 153 and 154 of the transcript of that executive session, Dulles described 

perjury as the highest manifestation of intelligence agent patriotism, along with 

not telling the truth to his own government. Dulles said that he himself would 

tell only the President - and even that is not borreout by his record; and that 

he might even withhold information from the Secretary of Defense. If Oswald had 

been a ·cIA agent, the subject of the January 27 session, Dulles said (Page 152), 

"The record might not be on paper," but if it were there would be only "hiero

glyphics that only two people knew what they meant" and they would not tell the 

truth. (I have previously provided the entire transcript of this session . ) 

111. What the staff withheld from the Commissioners, as the CIA wanted, 

the FBI's Nosenko information, it let Helms know immed~ly . (CIA Document 582-
1-

249A, attached •as Exhibit 14) This CIA record also makes it clear that the CIA 
· ' 

had not inforrn~d the Commission about Nosenko or any of the information it had 

received from him. By then Dulles, personally, knew about Nosenko. This is 

established in Exhibit 15, CIA Document 657- 831. Exhibit 15 shows how Dulles 

connived with the CIA to tell it how not to inform the Commission of which he was 

a member; how not to volunteer information it should have had; and how to hold 

off on responding to its inquiries, which the CIA did. Of all things the CIA 

refers to a "reply," and that on a "priority basis," to the FBI's two Nosenko 

reports. When it expected perpetual secrecy, the CIA did not refer to a commentary 

or an analysis but to a "reply," as to charges, and this when, according to Owen, 

it had no means of _ "independent verification" of anything at all. 
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112. Dulles did not tell the CIA thst his fellow Commissioners knew of 

reports that Oswald had been a CIA agent from Nosenko's statements to the FBI. 

lie limited this, on page l of the second memo, to what Marguerite Oswald and her 

then attorney, Mark Lane, had said in public. 

113. This record, disclosed in June 1976, is still another CIA disclosure 

of exactly that which Owen swears required withholding of the transcripts, " the 

practical circumstances which made it impossible for the CIA to undertake such 

an investigation inside the USSR." (Page 2, paragraph 5) 

114. Tl'.e last paragraph reads, in full, "At no time during these discussions 

(that is, with Dulles, at his home on April 11, a Saturday) did Mr. Dulles make 

ony inquiries about Nosenko and I volunteered no information on this score." 

115. There was disagreement within the CIA over its policy of having as 

little as possible to do with the Presidential Commission's investigation of the 

assassination of the President. CIA Document 583-814, Exhibit 16, is an excised 

copy of a brief dissenting memo . It protests that questions "would not be asked" 

and that "it had been decided 'that the FBI would handle the matter and our 

questions would not be asked. '" The author had "no confidence in the FBI's ability 

to cover the Soviet phase," whatever this may have meant or included. He states, 

" it would not be possible to complete our job on the Oswald case if we could not 

get the pertinent information." (Emphasis in original.) While this also is 

ambiguous, the KGB could have interpreted it as saying exactly what Owen swears the 

CIA had to wit}lhold from it. The CIA disciosed this document in June 1976 . 
! 

116 . fp earlier affidavits and in preceding Paragraphs of this affidavit 

I refer to the providing of information held secret from me and others to John 

Barron and Edward J . Epstein and to Nosenko's being made available ~o both b1· 

the CIA. Barron and Epstein both credit the CIA and the FBI in their books. 

Barron also reports that the sources and resources of other intelligence services 

were available,something Owen does not mention. On page xiv of Barron's KGB, 

first published in January 1974, which is after I made the information request 

involved in this lawsuit and more than a year before it was filed, Barron states , 

"There are two primary sources of original data about the KGB: (1) former Soviet 

citizens who had been KGB _officers or agents; (2) security services who know most 
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about the KGB .. . We felt that we could nc£rely upon evidence proffered by 

any one KGB officer or security service in the absence of independent corrobora

l ion from other officers or services . . . " Two of these services are the CIA and 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). Of the FBI Barron states at this 

point, "The late J. Edgar Hoover allowed the Federal Bureau of Investigation 

to answer many of our questions. Cartha DeLoach, then Assistant to the Director 

of the FBI, briefed us about significant KGB operations ... Of the CIA Barron 

states at this point that it "fulfilled most of our requests for addresses through 

which we were able to write former KGB personnel and negotiate arrangements for 

interviews. We further profited from the expert counsel of two retired CIA 

officers, William King Harvey and Peer de Silva . " 

117 . Nosenko was a CIA consuitant. He, Harvey and de Silva were required 

by the CIA to sign secrecy oaths. This means they cannot speak without CIA 

approval . CIA approva l was necessary for the Barron interviews of Nosenko 

(page xv) and later those of Epstein, referred to in my prior affidavits. With 

regard to these matters and to my allegations that the CIA made the kind of 

information it withheld from me available to Barron and Epstein, there is not 

even proforma CIA denial. From the Barron and Epstein boastings , no denial is 

possible . 

118. I do allege bad faith and deliberate deception, misrepresentation 

a nd false swearing. I do this in part because honesty, decency and justice 

require it and in part because, until the courts face the reality of this 

official miscopduct, which taints all of the many FOIA lawsuits of which I have 

personal knowledge, the aborting of the Act and the burdening of the courts 

und requesters will not end . There is no time when I have stated and proven 

these charges under oath that there has been even proforma denial under oath 

and there has never been direct confrontation or rebuttal. In this case also 

that is not dared . In this case also, from the time of the first representation 

to the appeals court that the transcripts were being disclosed because so great 

an amount of Nosenko information was disclosed to and by the committee , repeated 

in the Owen affidavit, these offenses are blatant . That inevitably these offenses 

would be obvious to me may account for the CIA's failure earlier to risk what it 

dares in this Owen affidavit. 
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119. In my earlier res ponses unde~ oath to this misrepresentation, I 

~tated that, if it were other than bad faith and if this bad fait h were other 

then de liberat e , there would have been compliance with my Nosenko and other 

related information reques ts going back to 1975. 'fhere ha s not been. I have 

received neither a single piece of information nor any communi cation promising 

it at even the most remote dat e in the f uture. 

120. When I wrote the CIA on November 9 , 1979, a bout it s eight years of 

noncompliance (attached as Exhibit 17), I had no way of knowing what would be 

in the affidavit the CIA was t o provide. The concluding sentence of Exhibit 17 

i s , "ln particular I would like to know when to expect the Nosenko information 

your affidavits in one of my cases claim was declassifi ed for the House Select 

Committee on Assassinations . " I have had no response, not even an acknowledgment. 

121. On August 5, 1976, the CIA acknowledged my first Nosenko request, 

among others . (Attached as Exhibit 18) The attachment to this letter shows how 

the CIA first sta lled, by renumbering my 1975 Nosenko request (75-4765) as a 

1976 request. In the last paragraph of the first page, it then refused to comply, 

instead including this separate request in my request for other materials relating 

to th e investigation of the assassination of President Kennedy. Its Catch 22 

c l aim is that it wou ld comply when it provided other JFK assassination records, 

which it then did not do. (It even renumbered my 1971 request for information 

relating to me to list it as a 1975 request. It has not complied and it has not 

acted on the a ppea l s, ) It is public knowledge that the CIA did declassify and 

di sc lose informat ion r e lating to the assassination of the President for the use 

of the House committee, as Owen states. The committee ' s report credits and 

thanks the CIA. This information is within my request, but the CIA has not 

provided it, des pite the fact that my request is of almost five years ago and 

the fact of the cornmittee's publication. Some of it was telecast from coast to 

coast . 

122. The CIA continues to deny me information it disclosed to Epstein, 

who was regarded, with ample justification, as a sycophant. Thi s is particularly 

true of Nose nko i nformation. When I learned of what had been disclosed to 

Epstein, I again appealed the CIA's denials and requested separately that which 
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had be en mad e available to him and to Barron. Providing me with copies 

required no more than xeroxing file copies already processed . From the 

F,·hruory 20 , l 'l7H, cintr of that l etter to now, t he CIA has not provided me 

with a single page of what it disclosed exclusively to E~stein, despite my 

unmet prior request. 

123. Bad faith could not be more obvious or more deliberate. The 

information mad e available to the committee for its use and to Epstein for 

hi s us e is disclosed and has been processed. Despite the Owen affidavit, none 

has been provided t _o me. This also underscores the fact that the CIA/ Owen 

r e presentation that the release of what was disclosed and only this required 

giving me the transcripts is spurious, a contrivance with which to deceive and 

mislead this Court and to continue to deny me my rights under the Act, . 

.'r" ((( \_ ) 
HAROLD WEISBERG I 

FRElJERlCK COUNTY, MARYLAND 

Before ~ie this ~.;!.,,.L..day of December 1979 deponent Harold Weisberg 

has appeared aqd signed this affidavit, first having sworn that the sta.tements ,. 
made th ere in are true. 

My commission expires July 1, 1982. 
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EXHIBITS 

Exhibit No . Paragraph No . Page No. 

1 18 5 12- 19- 63 FBI memo 
' I 

2 20 5 CIA Document No. 376- 154 I 3 46 12 CIA Document No. 151-60 

I 4 47 13 CIA Document No. 350-140 
! 

5 48 13 CIA Document No . 498 l 

6 50 14 3-3-64 CIA "QUESTIONS FOR NOSENKO" ! 
I 

7 52 14 CIA Document No. 489- 196A I 
i 

8 53 14 CIA Document No. 513-199B ! 
9 67 16 CIA Document No. 413-76A ! 10 67 16 11-27-63 CIA Document I 

I 11 74 18 FBI File 105- 82555-1079 

12 79 19 CIA Document No.647-824 I 13 94 23 CBS-TV transcript, 5-9-75 I 
l 

' 14 111 28 CIA Document No. 582-249A I 

! 
15 111 28 CIA Document 657-831 I 

I 
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16 115 29 CIA Document No. 583-814 
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11-9-79 letter to CIA < 17 120 31 l 
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8-5-76 CIA letter l 18 121 31 l 
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recrtd tcd hi::s for a ml3aion oi ~ny !.:in<l.. J:'i:r!it, t:hertt 
is no doubt tiu-t Os.rald ~ clebri'i3ied by the sec:ret 
pol..ic.t shortly afta:r hi3 ::u-:r.i7:1l in 11osco,.. T'b.ey ,-ta.re 
irit~stoo in hl::s i::.o~ only be-c:iu.sa he ":nl..9 a politi¢;1l 
deie-cto:r. but also b~use be boasted pu.blicl::;r-in tn. 
E:.iba.ssy_ on :n Cctooor 1959-tba-t ta intao<letl to tell 
th~ S0Yiat2 "everyihlDg oo k:uew" ~bout ;J;u-ine Corps _ 
rao;.LJ."" in.!::!tall~tiona on tbQ i>'e-st C.o.!\.!:i-t. / Accordin.~ to 
Os,;,ald•s fol":!!1ar CQr.lJllanding oitic~r. th.i~ incl~d~ th~ 
loc.:\tiorui oi o.ll :-nda:t- units aoo tb-ei: se<:~t call si~s~ 
aut~tic.a"tion c{,,(]~ ~n<.l r3dio i're<.!,~nci~s-:-.all o:f which 

. knowleoza ~a~ g:i-is~ tor tu. Soviet intalli&e"c~ mill. 

i 1·__ . . .. _ /it i9 extre~ly ~----
un.likaly th.:a:t Cs;1alc!-1;Y:U;h ah, Ru:::1si;ui ,rl1e-was even 
seriou9l7 consid.n-~d fo~ subse<}~mlt rep~tr1~tion to the 

. tJni ted St~·ias as a ;{'.GB ~g~t. As a re-!lai-.::ctor fro10 
the ussn :::.U ~ould ~diately be s~£pect and thus und~r 
su.rve.illan..ca by the Fdl. Furtl.'"el:"::lor~, nn:-, indic.:i.t1o.o 
'that bH hail u..ade good on his boa.st about -t:1e rad:u-s 
could (?.aslly lea~ 'to. u..rrest a.ud ind.icbeni: on a chart{tt 
o:t treasQn. 

. 4,. Secondly, Sovl~t ••e:,cectitive action.,. agents \ 
(nssa.ssins. s~b-Oteu.r5 ana terrorists) are ca:rsiuJ.ly ~~~--~ 
sel,ectn-d by- i:~a...,. ;(G1J ~d s_pe-ciiically trilrue<l fo? t~eir. :'":_,:-.:·--: -·-::~'~ :
t:2issions. Os.rn.ld veTy p:rob~ly- :ml~ hi~el:t out o.f · · · .· · ·. , ·. -. , 
any considaratio~ for this ki.n<l o1 oper~tion. On 
14 lio7e~~.:r 1959, Mos.cow ref"0.'3.e<i his :request for Sov
iet ci ti~.nship.; S.ho:ri:ly 'therea:£ter, he b-ec~ des-
poXldent and :reportooly at'!:~pted to kill !lbself by • . 
slashiug his v.rists. :Even i! tha KGB had not e.o.:rli2:r 
noted 5i;ci~ of ~ental ~b~~r~tions, the suicide t~y pr-~-
sumabl:,, fu:nisl:.e-d convi.nci:;:ig e7id1:1n~a that. Cs":Y.ald >7as 
not agent ~t~:rial .. 

5 ~ Om1~ld's acti7ities bu a Dallaa rifle r~n~ on 
17 liov;;~b-ar are of some inte~st both n::s circllr!lstn!lti:ll 
evidence of prior pln.Dni..:i.:s to ass~;3i044ta tha Pre91d-ent 
and ~s one more negative indication of XCB involv~niant . 

J 
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Cs7t~ld T,':i\3 :firing :l."t n ran,J:,'3 ol 100 y ~rcls . !-la W;\3 a9~5.rr~, ·d 
to ta.r~et n.nib~~ 3., but ~cco.ruin3 .to ultness~s, w~s actu
ally fi;::-ing u.t t~gats 7, S, nud 9 . !la 1;ras tnu.s fi...-iu~ 
throng:. ~n ::u-c o! ~µpro::d.~·J;aly 15 degrees ~nd obviou.:;;iy 
S?~ t .o b.a.·1~ ~n siraiulatin~ fi~ :it a r.:oving t:ir ~t:i', .. 
It ~.s, ol CO).~.t, . most nnli~aly that -~- ;ffiB• agent on nn 
eAac~ti7e a..ction misslon ~oultl ba p~::r.;,itted (or would 
pe~it hi.J:n:;0lt) to pr~ctice. tiring Ull<ler such obvious arul 
public ci~e~ta.n.ca~. · 

, . 
' 

G. The evidenc8 p~esently a7ailabla to us se~~s 
f~ixly coll':lu.sival7 to .rut~ out :iny Sovi~~ invo1Ys.lll-t3nt in 
the .l):z-esidsni 1·s a.ss;.i.:aai:n.atiou. ';.'l:ter-e :u-e., ho"'i¥9'lrt:lr, 
$~V~l rr.d:.~ f:,..::ici:u.a;ti.ng inconsist0ll-Oi0:s, loose a.nd.a 
and m:i..an.s;irere<l qu.tst.io"i:13 about (,~ld.. So~r if not all~ 
t;1ay h °"" t:.e~t~ in tho :;{.81 ~. .Pen.ding its pl.l.blic,
tion~ -thay ;l;"~ listetl ~low :for ;;iha°t8Yar they raay ~ :...w~:r_th._ 

a) !n a~ i!lt.ar.rigw 1:asi .Augu.s"t°, Cs""!r.l.ld -~tat~ 
that bis :father-:..in-la-:, w:i::i a Soviet a-~, colon~l who 
t~ugnt hi~ to ~ink vo<l~ -.:,b:an hct c::.~:.:a-e to court. th:rin.a. 
After the nssassiru-.~ion, ho~ever, ~rs. P.trth P~in~ (soJDi:t
ti~~ Cs;,,~ld frfa:ld and l~ndlad7 ) stated that hlarina's 
:fat~r, ~ colonel, h:ld dia-d \7.ben Marina was an in:fant. 

b) To the time o1 s~..n.a $437, the US pic"!.ted 
-up th-9 tab :1o:r ~ld' s r~turn to ·i:h.i3 country. 'l:'his 
loan ':'fas repaid bei:~ Cctob-3:r 1962 a:nd Janu;i:ry 1963 .. 
Du:ring this :period., Os~ald ~as earning $50 per week. 
Thus, over .half of his total ea:rning:s ;vent to th~ govcrn
?nent and be sup~orte<l .hiniself, his wife and ~hil.u on . 
SOt3~~hat. less -:t~- :)Z~: wa-ekJ.:,. · llis·._rant 2t.. ti"lll"i;. ti:ne ~ · ,.-... 

· was :S59 per· uonth~ '?bar possi1lill:t7 t.h:i:t hs ·rccei~·ed -out
side help i.ll repaying t.h:a. gov~rnma~t apparently hasnnot 
been ra1.sed 1n the press. 

c) · Iu contr~t to the lettex-~ Oswald ~te 
to .his ~the:', -~srnor Coilll:lliy and Senator Towe~~ bis 

.lette~s to tne Fair Pl~y 1or Cpb~ COUlmittee nxe rather 
surpris:\.ngl:, literate. The:, co not a:pp~a::r to co.n·t.n.i.u 
his frequ~nt mis:s_:yalling~ and ung:;r;-;1..,"'"1.lAatic_al l::i.ng""uage. 
There i.;.;:iv!3 been no suggsstions that he recsi ved hel9 in 
f~;11ing t~ l·..:?tte:x-!3, nucl he told th.;, 7-PCC tD:at ha ':l!\S 

:fin-a.nc:l.ng his activities on its bebal:f out ol ~s o.vn 
pocket~ 
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. ......... _,_,...,,,, 

d) Tb<?r:) i::1 i:.~r~a .. :d::i~ ::..,,ici-"nca that; C!Jwalu 
;!.t::<l b.i,. wix-:J ;mr-9 .not ha;,pily ;;i,1.:rri·cd. :~ha ;.'aS 't.'ull -
1 i'.~c' <l ;~~a.l Wi.l '.,;i,J 11np09ular. .5 :i.l 1;~ci g;.lnuin~l7 tond 
o.i' til.;, t:ui t~<l St;:i::.cs, diu no!:. si::...-u-e hl:s ~ti-.1.:::.;~:ric.:ui 
viil\Ytt n;:iu :so~t~ ~lpv:.Cts o! til.i> l:.a:!i 1:1.fl) in t~ Sov
iet l,"~lio"R. C3~ltl r~s.aoted i::-.a::.· 1:r-ia~ ~ b~"'t bel" 
up on at } ~t. o:oi:J occ.c:tio.o. S:ln.ce h..t could £Jot ~Y'l!JI 

pl:l1l.ll.,d·d t ~ ::ias;u,si:.:i.a~i-og o.f t!::....i Pr~~1u.nt p:rior to 
:2 6 0 9 !? t -;i~ ~ :r-. 'ii b.d-~ t ~ ~l l 1:3 .. tr i.? 1ta3 .:LO.!lO unicod--co u1 d 
it bo t ~·t bis aµpl.ic-at1~ .i'"O:f a p;i~_po:rt (;,i thotrt one 
for ~:a . .;.--.i~) o.>1 24 J u ~-.)., hi9 appJ.i.cati~ to: :i.. H--lx.ic.:u:> 
7.ln:1. on 17 5t1pt,a,,,~ 2..l:ld b3.3 t::-1p to ;/..3;,l.i.eo City on 
2-5 Sept.D"'l;;,.):r sL:rpl:, :b.ui~t.a t0;:1.t h.a pl~ to d~rt 
hl9 ~ii~ acd s~~k rei"tlga ~nth:& E-o~±~~ D~ioQ? 

o} D-~s_pi t:a X:rs. f·?lln"* 1 a t~sU::.w.1:, i~~~ -
0-sm,.lu could not ~i~, ,-, it:::-ess~ ~id !:-o tlro?a ~~If" 
to t!:le .Dall~ :-i.fl3 :r~9 on. O-:l~ ot his v19i't.s. Ea 'i~ 
tlri'7en tt:~:n, b:;, ·a.:a :.rniJ~:uti!i~J ~a.l ou his o!;!:1-t):r i:rip. 
O.n0 .,.,i -1:::i~s;,J ~l.s.o -cl~~ 't;m':;. tro :&-0n u-~-9 i:.l'90l'1EK! iu t~ 
att~t~~1ide.i:1'Uy b7 · Cs'Walu-to s~t ~:n..)rnl ;1alk.:ar 
l~3t .?._p4il-

l 
l. 
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!. ~~~~ \s ::;:-,ad.-, U> y~: !:",.C-lr.in·~~ r~ it~ 4--ch 11~4. 
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-~u.:;::i .,~ t.r-.....:u ~ '=U-~~:t"ai:~ o:.r cil~p-rGV'!l Nt:::i.z::-~:C'!'l w~:Ui'.Ol:l 

<:~::'.~ .La.,.) .~.l'Y'ey ~ ;,~ Al..1.). i·:~r ill•-. <:~~ ~• f~u~u:a 
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h;.,-,.(\ i:16,!;;.ed ~,':11.le.ce="' a S~et ciU~a.. ll wna i:r.pll-"'« ~c z~o
,-.;.m~ <?~~ ~;;1.;.~~:1 :;-~~i- '!~.!! .:::.c.s .~~~~ tP·I~ 
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QUE'STICNS FOR NOSENKO 

1. Did you han.dle the OS WALD case your3el£? I! not. to -what 
c:ctent were you involved ill it? Did you ever !Jee or bl.le to CSWALD? 
During v..h.aJ: p~riod wer~ you in clCH:1~ touch wiili tha case? How did you 
keep up •;~it.'l it a!ter it ;i,as no longer in your field oI ~e:ipoiuibility? 

biti3.l KGB involv~me.nt 

2. ','/Jlen a.Dd how ciid OSWALD fir:,t come ta l<G:B attention? Was 
bis yi!Ja applic:ation u Hel3in:d proceued by th, KGB in Hebin.!tl? In 
:Mo3cow? D~~c:-ib~ routu:11, iund)in~ p.roce<luze cl US u,orlstJI to tha Soviet 
Uni:::n.. w_as I WALD':! t:.i;> ba.n.dl•d a.ny di!farenUy? 

' CS?f~LD'.!i di.:if".Il:;hip request 
I / 

;~ I 3, \Yhen 'an.d. ho""' did t;ie KGB hear oi CSWALD1
$ request for Soviet 

citi'.z1
~ma;hlp? Did CSWALD 1r.a::.C.C a ,11:ritten request? Did you e.x:i.mine thh 

v.,:.i~en reque::;t? Can 1 ou de3.:-ri,!J..a it3 c~t0:.ts in .full? (To who:.:c addres9ed. 
how dated, te.."t:t :ls closely to ver~tic:i as poasiible - ~hat asked. what oilered. 

_ what rea:,on.!l ~ven). How lon3 had OS'l/ALD been in Moscow before he made 
hls r~est? '.'r'a.:1 it aent immediately to the KGB? Wa3 it ever sent to the 
Supreme Soviet? 

Preliminary l{GB asse,;,sment 
.... 

4. Wh; .. t ,gtep• did t.he l<:GB take to investigate ::he =equest? At whoae 
direction? Hov, ~;.s OSWALD's bo.:i.a .fices established? Ho~ ,~a• the sincerity 
of his· req1.1e3t t-3sted? How \'9-3.S hl:1 op.3rational pote.::itia.l invtrntigated and 
evaluated? Did the KGB e'ler thl.:lk t.liat OS'NALD might be a.n a.gent o£ American 
int-,lligCllce? li so. how cid it ~o abO\lt investigating thls pcs6ibility? Describe 
as folly as po:1sib13 faa l<GB eleme;l4'.:S i.nvo1ved, tho 1-<G:B peraonnel invol-.red. 
the progre ssive stepa ta~n. the time requir<:d~ 

' ~ ,·, 

5. \'ihen and by ·.i..nom wa3 it decided that thi, RGB had no int-ere,t in !. .. 
OSWALD? Yias th.i3 ili~ decision 0£ th.e Second C!tlei Di:rcctont.e alo:ce. or 
was fa.a Flrst Chief Di:.-~c to::.-ata con:,ult~d. Which element ot the Second 
C:1fof Dire do..,.::.., \\,as :i.-es ponsihl<!! fo:- OS WALD aft~r t.ha d~ci3ioii had been 
~~d.e to grant him a resid~nce p~rmit? 

I .. I . 
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6. \ \i::ien. how. a.n.tl by wii.ocn '\'wa!I OSWALD app:rfaed of l:h~ tkci:J.ion 
t.!lat he .nu~t go h0tr.e a:::id requc.3t citiz~nshl? !:om t!le:.-~? At wlut level 
of th• gove:r=::l~ or Fa:rty· was thi.:, decision reached? Ho'1t mucli iruJ.uenco 

. did the .KG.B have in thi.s decisiOJl? 

Su.id.'1. all.empt 

7. Wh.o iow:i.d OSWALD bleeding U) d~th iD his room? Folico. houl 
e::nploye~s> biuris& ~risonncl? 

8. To ~t h:>«pita.l wa:s OSWALD 1;::ucn? A;:,p:roximately v..h.at v,;u 
th.a m.'9 o.£ ilia at!.ampted suicide? no"' long did ho :;r~m-in, ~ th• h.ospil:1.11 
f.t.s ha vi~ by KGB p,e:r.5o.lU1cll ,~e th.,u·e? W~i kind at trea.t.:nent ~3 

!W' giYen th<,r.? Why i,,a~ the American Emba.say not inionx:ied? · 

: · 9. '\'{hat .a. ction .did the K G.'.3 b.1t;a on ell ll c OY-. ring th.:i t OS 'WALD h.:ld tried 
¥:> coaunit su.iclda? ",Vh&t roc:ommendationa did it roak8,. ii :m.7? Did the KGB 
fondder it: V1iae for the Soviat. U:uon !o. illow OSWALD to sby a£tar thl9? 
\Vhy "Wa.11 OS WALD not tul"nad over to t;i<! A.x:eri~n Emba::J:sy? Did 0SWA.LD 1o 
alt$m:pt tend to confirm t.h.• l(G:a·~ opinion that asD21g OSWALD tn l~ve had 
beern a wi.a" rnove, or did it rai3e the po1uibilil-y 0£ rccon,jjida%'ation ~ his · . : 
case? 

Controls 

10. Wa• OSWALD'.s room al~ Berlin Hotel 'bugged? ~l\.t the M~t:ropol 
Ifotc\l? I! :.o. ~a.a it a rQ\1tb.o b-.1,h or wa.s it m.sta.Ued e!!!pccially :£or OSWAl..l 
"Sh.a.t ·11 bki, 11 was thel'e; if cU1y? Did you persDnally review it? 

11.. Waa OS)VALD'a American passport held at the Metropole Hotel? 
I! o o. \Wlexi and hJ:>• diu he got il bac2c. in order t.o t:alU!I it to· Cle Amt5rica.n 
Embaaay a~ turn it .b? 

Fsychologial aasdssment 

. 12. Did the KGB mako a p37chologic:al a:1:1esame:ct: 0£ OS 'NALD - descJ 
the meth.ot.l.:1 nsed iD :i.a much detail au possible. Wh:lt ware th~ p:.-af~ssional 
Guallfic:tUon:t o! those r:oaki.J:lg this a!JliSes:tmeAt? Wcr~ tbey profu:uional 

/psychologistl'J , phychlatrht.:s 
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p9yc!lologbt.!>, z;hyc:hiat:-ist:,, intelli3ence oiiicer:,, or what? Wero 
11on-p:toil!!Jaio=J. ob!jervers employed to :report on ths activities of 
OS W.-\LD :tnd fa~ re!iult3 cvalu;&.t~d by r,;Jycholagi!lt:>, !or e:xample? 

13. What wa..!S the Soviets' opinion of 0SWALD1s per3onality? 

Exploib.tion 

H. Wa!l tb.e I<G13 interest.ad in OSWALD'3 positive int.elllgance· 
pot~.nti.21, a..:id wa!i he int~.r::-ogauid or deb:dafed on hb knowled_geability or 
en substa.:::iliv~ mili~ry or oi:lle:r mat.u,:r~? Did CS WALD eyer offer to 
_giYt!t i.n.!orm..1.tion on the US hlari.ne Corps o.r other rnatuirs to the SO'Y'iets? 
If t!:ie I<G:a did not try to get sucii Woro:iation from him, ""hY' not? 

15. \yas a.IJ.y atti=ropt ma.de to c::cploit OSWALD fo7 propaganda 
Hµrpo31e~ (Rf,.dio Moaco..,,. broadc:1.sh. or ~t...ri.J. for thoa:c; TV illte:rvie"9s; 
l~ Ftu:r-e:,; pu;bJ..ic appearances}? 
T . \· . 

,R:., si..ckncu permit 

16. How long \tla.s it Mfo:.'~ CS WALD ;,,as giv~n permh1aicn to reside in 
i the USSR? Vi'hen and by whom was he notified th.Lt pa:rmisaion had been 

gTa::itad? What did' he do whil~ a~ting tha decision? 

17. What level oi the gove:rnme.ni decicied th.at OSWALD should ~ 
sent_ to !viinsk? 

13. Did OSWALD :reced.ve any money from th.e Swiat government at 
any tim~. ct.her than hb salary at the factory '"here he worked in Minsk? 
How much? Why? By ·~hose decision? ls this a standard practice? From 
the butlJ~et o! \'Jhat Ol:ga.ni::atiOJ:1 would these !und.:i be allotted? 

19. Did the KGB actually Juve n·o further int.er~at in OSWALD a!tar 
hC! moved to MiZ1.Sk, or did it cont:inue to monitor his activities arid to a:ss,u s 
hi::i potential from time to time? 

20. Describe controls tbct KGB e:c:3rci3ed over OSW . .\..LD . '\Vas be 
p'by !31 c.111 :r n-:.n-v::illcd? His apartrnenl: bu3ged? Hi:, mail m on.itored. etc. ? 
Oth:n·? Compa:.-e t.hl3 with controls exercised ovo r other de!ector :, . 

/L""l.i tial ef.f o:rt s 

- 3 
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Jn.itW ef!ort:a to :return to US 

21. °\Then and ho'l'II did t:btt Sovieta first leA:rn t.:u.t OS'NALD v.as 
intere3tod in r3t1J:rni;i3 to tbe US? Was th~ KG.3 a.war:, o! 0SWALD 1s 
letter to the Amerlo.n Embassy in February 1961 in -.,hic.h hes indicated 
thb '"ish? 

22. 1n a letter ~ritteu in Fob:ruary 1961, OSWALD referred to a. 

previouia lett4r 'which h.a cubed ha !l..d !lent i:i December l 9o0. 1,'ias 
.such a lettirr eY"!'r observed by the KGB? Would suc!i- lattsr3 to a foreign 
cmb.l.asy, bl pa.rt:icuh:r the American :Sm~s:sy. be \ltilh.dravwn from m.ul 
ch.a...n.wsb ? 

MariJa PRUSAKOVA 

23. Ho'f9 did OSWALD meet Marina F.RUSAKOVA 7 Was the KC.3 
i:ivolved .iJi any w;..y? 

24. Y0\1:r sb.tcment in.dicated that the :KGB Vt,u1 £am~ ~1th 
l'.larin.2 13 bac.kgroU!ld and cb.:iracter~ Was th.b Wonnation available before 
she mat OSWALD? .lf net, whien '.II.ls sae inve~tigated? How extensively? 
\'iha.t were the sourcus o! Wonna.tion on Marina.. in particular the WormaUc 
t!lat she was ,,Btupid ~ not educa~d. '' S1.1e ~s. after an. a · gradu..i.t". pharrr 

2S. Did th~ KGB con:,ider l"ec1'Uiting .Marilla. as an inionne:r on OSWAI 
As~ ~gCllt .uter h.er arrival in the US? li she was not rec:r.tlt~d. ,what ~a·s 
the ~.:,la o! thi:s decisimi? Would you have been awar.e 0£ o: rercrnitment o.£ 
Marin."\? 

· 2.6. Can you provide any biographic in!ori:cation on Marina and her 
relatives? .1>-s much detail a3 posaible . 

2.7 . Can you c.xp]....k th~ !act th.at Mari.i:a claims not to kno• \,ho her 
futh~r V#aO alltl. beari, her mother's surname. thus i.n.dicati.Dg that she was 
born out of ~edlo_c'!c, yet she al!lo bear!! the patronymic "Nikolayevna. 11 

indic:.ti.ng that her £at.her '1Na5 knov.-n? · 

{ 28 . To "What 

- 4 -
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28. To v.bat cxt~nt' ""as 1.:arill4 surveilled, o:;: ot!ier"Wba obs1:1rved 

b.e.foro a.::i.d a.ft.0r her marriage to OSWALD? 

. 29. Czi \"rll4t grounds did the !<GB con;;,ider Mari.::ia ''anti-Soviet" 
~t the tima she \l,i:.hecl to leavo the USSR with OS W,\LD? S'.ae ap~rs 
to have been promoted ill her job a!te,r h~r m.arriago. Why was thi:t 
al10V11ed? 

30. What was the nama oI Marina'.:, uncle ....,hom you me;il;ioned? What 
was hi3 ::-~ti on.shi? to the KGB? 1ivn.a.t d~b.ib can you p:rovida on his 
background. employ::nent, etc. Yi1:i~n. by \\looe1, and undiar v,hat circ:1nn.sta..:l.ce 
was ha briefed on '-'<ha.t h6 s;iould say to OSWALD reg:u·ding CSWALD's 
comme:lt.s on the USSR after hi:, return to tha US? What v..i, the substance 
o£ the briaii.ng give:,. to the u.nclo? 

31. Bow did it happen th.at tber,:, were so fow difficultloa in the v,ay 
of Marlna. 1 :, ma~age ta a foreigner and departure from the COU2llry with. 
him? F..ave not !!i:r:oila:r situations :b the pa:sl: Ulll.uLliy result~d in p:rolo:iged 
and o!t~ unin1cce.ssiul negotiations with the Sovi~t government? What level 
of the gov~rnment or Party wonld make tbe fin.al decision rega.:rding 1".arin.1.'s 
mar~ge to OS WALD and lli:!!i:r d~pa:::ture fr:>m the coUD.try? V<:ha.~ official 
briefings would :Marina have :roceived prior to her departure? CS WALD? 

32. I! the Soviet3 were glad to be rid of OSWALD and Marina, v.,hy 
clld it b.ke so lOJ:18 for action on Uieir exit visas (July - December 1961)? 

KGB pr~3t:nce and activities 

33. Wao tbero any clirec;t contact between OSWALD and KGB officiab 
at a.1y tima v,niJ.-, OSWALD was in the Soviet Union? Give speci£ic:s ~here 
possible, :i.ncluding namas, reasons. Wa:, OSWALD w.iUing ~t any 
inclividoab he blkad to were l{G.3 repres~ntative.a? Would any KG.3 of!i~:s 
have idenLilied tbe.mselves to OSWALD as representatives of some other orga 
such .l9 T ,\SS, M VD, etc . ? Ca:::l yo~ supply th~ name3 o! any KGB o!!icia.b 
-who 'Utor!~ed on any aspect 0£ the OSWALD case? 

34. Did foe KGB consider that OSWALD had rebin~d his American 
citizenship whlli:! he -wa3 in th-, USSR?. Durui.g the period in which the KGB 
\',as n.:J:,essil:ig OSWALD ·would the KGB have considered i _t important that he 

/retahl US 

- 5 -
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:retain US clti.z.enship until iiucii ti:ne a~ the, }<GB bad Jocidad Vth~foer to 
u!Je him? ".'iould t!:ie I<.GB have bk!)n. a.::iy Dtepa to cnilu~e th..i3. 2uch a.~ 
intercept.in~ iLUi conli.:s~ti.n~( OS W . .\LD 1 3 rr:ail from the Emba33y? Did 
llii:, EG.B i;uercept th.a US Zn::ba.ny l.:Uer of 6 Novomber 1959 to CS WALD 
invili.ng h.im in to formali:ui the ren'l!Ilci.atian o! hls US citlzen!jhlp? 

OSWALD 13 contacts 

35. C;ui you giv& axi.y Woro::ation an OSWALD 1s pe:;:-scmal contacts 
in the Soviet U:uon? Were 3.Jl.Y of th«u.a peoples 11pl.;u:ited 11 OXl OSWALD. 
i.e •• '-'<era t.luly KGB eo::ploy::eSlp in.£orr:::a!lts or age!l.1.3 7 

36. Were all o.f the In.turist personnel v,ith v.,horn OSWA.LD c:a..n::11• in 
conb.ct KGB agmua (or employees)? 

KGB prt.eedu:ro 

37. 1n what v.ays. i£ .uiy. \\oa..S the OSWALD c:;ue h..n.dled dii!erenU::, 
from ot:i.e:r _<\meric;i.n defector cas~s? 

3 8 . '\.Ya,s the F!rst Chiobi Dir~torate given any info~tion regarding 
OSWALD? If !lo. thr01Jgh what c:ha.nnal and at ~hat st.:lgc? Via~ any interost 
ahowl\ i:1 OSWALD or Marina by the ·First Chief Di:rectorata? Would such. 
intero:3t h.ave ~ kno"M1 to the Second Chief Directorate? 

OSWALD in lhA US 

39 . Were you a\lllarc o! any i!!forts by OSWALD 'or his wi!es to return 
to the USSR. ill 1962 or 1963? · · 

40. U, ao.,, \\'hat -did the KGB do -with regard to these requests? 

41. · Do ym.i h.l.ve aoy i:uormatlon ou OSWALD 1s trip to Mexico in 
Septerob.ar 1963? \\horn he sa'W anq ,.,.hat ha a.aid at the Soviet Embassy? 

4Z. Did the KGB have ::llly information on OS WALD.'s conb..cts with 
Cuba.Iu b the Sovi~t Union? J\xi.y inf.ormation rega:rdi:og h.i!J contacts with 
Cuba.J:i.g er the Cuban governn:a,nt alter- hb return to the US? 

/ 43. What '\C,a,s. 
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43. What \',aa llie r0actian in t..'l;:i I,G:B Wh<in it v.,a;o learned lliat 
OSW.\LD lud :cillcd F:r!:sid.ml: Kann~dy? Did tht, KGB un.derta!.t9 any 
furt!l.e::- i.ovcstig:ition ::if O.'..;',V:\LD 13 activiti.:,!.I in Ll~ Soviot Uaio.n ait-,r 
t.:le .:i.~:i.a~si...lation? '\V;is thero a review of hh file, wa.;.1 there a.n aclditional 
[fold investig,tion? Wa3 any additia~ iniarm,tian davalopt'ld? 

44. Th.a Soviet E::nbassy :b \Va.s.hi..ngton turned ov~r to the U.S. 
governm~ni certain docum~cl3 v,,hlch it ;.aid were it!I consular file on 
OSWALD. W!l..lt otha:r files did tho Soviet govenunent b.avs en OSWALD -
e!3peciilly :-<GB file~? Describe them. 'Shat wa.3 th.a KG:31:J rol11 in 
this rcl:ia:.itt oi files? 
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1 
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zo Ja.nu.uy 1964 

The C=l:ulc::i 0£ Investigatlan Lo.to Ula facts a.::id clrcum-

5b=es oi the as!laaalnatlo11 of Presl.d.ent John F. Kemiedy. 

22 Noyl!!Jlber l9o3. has: 

by th• GOYenunent oi .the USSR on Nove=ber 30. 196~ 

p~'Ztainmg to the actiYity.a£ a• H.:rvey Oanti:ald an.d hl:11 

wlie 1n th• Un.U.d SQU.S during. th.a period lu.n.t l9o2. to 

l'h,a CClllllfflUal.oa la k*8:Dly ~•l..roia Lo a.tt=pt to secure a.a 
":""·;..; .. ... " 

·:- . .. . -;~ .:-··!,:..;..;.,. ·:·· .. - .. 
mw:h c1.ea.il. a.a poaaible ~ Mr. Oa-wa.ld1s atay ~a.ctl•iiy b:l- .c'· .\ •.. ~\. <:· .. ~-. · 

. .. . : .. · .. ~_:: . -~--·.:-r.:~; \.-{i ~~>-;·::~;'.!'~ 
the-USSR lbol.f~ Tb&t would cO'l"tn'• ro11gbly. t!1e peri~ Octcbor · 

l951J tD buy 1962.... Tho C=iaalcn, tbere:Eore. reqwist:a ~ 

a.sal.ab.nc. oi:.th.e USSR-~t-1.n-m.Jdng-availabl• to it do<:u-. 

~ =d deails regarding Mr. Oawald1s reslde:ace 1n tho 
. -.~, 

. ' ~- . \ 

· .Fro= the i•t=y o£ tha currtmily available re-c:ord o£ thl.s ·.· ... . 
. , . . 

~ • which La !ra.g,:ne:ntary - we llMil.cabr. below broad tq,lc:'a ~ _. 

whl4 the USSR Gove~'a favozalilo reapozise to tbls requnt 

... .. · · ·l. T1,:aaal.at ln· ~ a--.xn-t ~ Oswald's·:a:ienbl iuld 

phy11lcal cQnd.l.Uon du.rb:ia hls sojcnt..rn Ln the µssR. the follow-

(1) detalla o£ his t~trnent i.n Octob.t:r 1959 1.::1 

hla hotel ro= by ~.ist giilde, RI.ma ShlrokOV.lo 

and wa.s taken to a hospltal): 

Draft prepared b~ (based in part on/ draft). Forwarded 
to Commission (Mr . Rankin) with covering. note from DDP, 
21 January 1964. (To be submitted to Govt of USSR) 

.::::-:,. ..,._ .. ;;:; ,..:':: · 
i I ~ . $ SOC t~ \ .. +e~., 

-- - ···- -~. _-..:"' . ..,,,r-~ ·. 
~ 
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(2) any other hospitalization records for 

llln.ess or i..nju:ri:i:i; 

/ (3) resolt:i of arr, ph7si.cal e:xa:ninaHons. 

b. /Outc:o=e of psychological assesamez:t or tests, 

ca.de either at the time 0£ his request for politi.c.i.l asyl=i 

or later. 

c. Any c=D±a abou1., or e.vah:ation of, his 

psycholcg~ mak.e-u;p by his work colleagues ar t>thers 

who dealt with him of!tcia.lly or socially b ~~w az:d 

z. To aaauit tha a.a:usament of hu ~of~ ii1dll with ·· . 

16-guage shotgun. iiN6462l? 

Oswald in Min.k on l S. J'-ime 1960 .1:cd valid f cr one ~, 

to his pou1esai.on of aa:ry otb.e:r weapon. 

for and th.a gram oi permission to reside in the USSR, 

including: 

(l) 0:'rwald 1e own letter:,; 

- 2 -
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commission.a Ol' othtn organ.a which deliberatM 

in tho USSR:; 

. . 

b. D~ am recorda ~!lt to Oawalii's 

. (z) his paoao...al ru.. at- ha place(s) 

oiwark;t. 

· (b) ~ lDUOII ~ship booklets 

othar ~ bookl.ei 101.3116.55 iaau«l by the. 

El.ec:trical Im'Ub'y W airk.e;"a Uiiiczl; · 

(c) ai:ay WDl'.k. boola;- · · · 

. (d} hi.ti :i;articipati.oa b th.a social a:d · . · 

otha a.c:U:ritie• o£ ha =DSl a%ld at hb pl:u:e 

o£ ""'2' ~~ ' 

(4) recardJI oI oth«r ceural. or local a~i~ 

- 3 -



'' 

:' 

(6) records oi ,the marriage ai Oawalii 

USSR. 

c. Deac::riptii:)n ai Oswald's official citi:enship aM 

. reaidezic.a st.bl.a 1n. the USSR. ·with any pertmam: document.. 

Os--1d 1s d~oiz.om the USSR. incJnding: 

me=.:, oi hate rlioetoa~ 

(2) recmda oJ. ~ orgw ar eomm1Hioaa 

· wh.icl:a d.alibc:irat«l ~ the C3.1M1aticQ o£ bia d·epanure;. 

. (3) a chroziologlc:al i:ian.a.thoe a.ce~ o£ hia 

departm,e. 

e. Atty other C1:l:':::"e~eDC-e oi o.wald ~ -Soriet. 

a~liie• in the USSR. 

em~llt siRlati= am.acti.,Wes in~ U!?SR .. 1:cc~i»g . · . ·. 

any u:z:£armatu>n which might aHi.st this Commi-icn better : 

to under:sta.::d m2 ~on for ~big am ~ lea.vb3g . 

tha ussa._ 

4. Did Oswald have ~ record. o£ activity in the USSR. 

such aa d:runk.ennes-a,, di.stu:rbiDg the peace. thefi. bla~.:. 
th< P1:~o,.,"IL v r oLeNCE' • ., 

marketee-ring, 11 eu:. ? I! so, imarmation am doe=c:zb 

pertinent to atl'Ch activity woald b1:1 appreciated. 

5. Gopie• cf ~ sbiemezit.11, before or auxo the aaaaulnailol:t 

; .~-- - -· ·- ~.,.:·z. '- · .. ..... .... _ ....... - .. ~-· , ....... -: .... -
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may have ~n associated with Oswald du:d.og his resideu.c1.1 in 

the USSR thai wotil.d have a beariog on the quairtion:1 abave 

. \ 
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SUBJECT: Letter to the Russi~n Government 

Background 

Lee Oswald spent almost three years in Russia. Almost 

our sole sou!'ces of infor.r.1atior. on th~se years are his own 

,~ritings and corresp::mdence and .rr;a·rina I s testimony. He .are 

therefore preparing a letter to be sent to the Russ1ar. 

Govern~2nt asking for additional information. 

On 21 January 1964 the CIA sent us a draft of such a 

letter. The State Department has co~mented that in its 

opinion the CIA draft would pr0bubly have serious .adverse 

diplorr.atic ·effects. The State Department i'2els that the 

CIA draft carries an inference that we suspect that Os\>Jald 

might have been an agen'I;; for the Soviet Gove.r~ent and _that 

we are asking the Russian Government to document our 

suspicions. The State Department feels that the Russians 

will not answer a lett~r of thi~ kind, at least not truth

fully, and'that it will also do positive harm 1n ihat they 

will tµkc offense at our sendin~ it to them . The State 

Department propos es instead that He s·end a very short ar.d 

simple request for whatever . information the Russ i an 
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./1 G L.i U!.W .ill!.l \..10 0 

0 :f?o Vt f;1 µ e·redor 
Co.:::unents on President Kennedy's 

iJ . 

·'· 
1. We Ehould unQe:::-,:;tnnd th.at n;y con:::ie::it!l which fol.lmt ere not 

btiscd solely on t!:.ie thesis th.st OSWALD ·~as .specifically d.iopatched to 
i::usd.er our President~ T'ae very re..'ll possibility al.so exists that 
OS'n'.u.D \.;as i;ent here on enother missio.::::i by tb.e KGil und i:;ubsequently 
ccco~l.iched tb.e deed on his o·,;n initiative. Ilowever, cuch .u poss1biJity 
does net cake the KG3 less culP5ble f!S the seeds i'or OSWALD1 a net . .... .. . 
x::ust h!ive been pl!:lnted while he ·,rns being trained in .the USSR :for his 
other mission. We r..igb.t f:u-st er.aill1ne the question uppeniost in the 
clnd.s of t:ost Ame.rics::::is, "What did the USSR have to gain by k1JJ1ng 
the President 7" I belie.e "We cen :tz:.9.ke a good case as to the precise · 
£71i!:ls nccrue.1.ng to the USSR a~d .z:ore D!J~Ci1'i~ eccrueing to 
Y.Ff1US3:CIEV. In prefac.e iet !:le ncko':lish icy readers uot to pL:\y down 
tb.l: political aspects .o:f SG71et inteJJ.igl!cce operations. The .Ame:t:ican 
iotellige.:ice services• apolitic.31 app:::-csch to interpreting and . 
cou.i:tcring Soviet intelligence Q:Perations i'rankl:y i'r1ghtens xw at . -. 
tu::es. But r;;ore speci:ficelly the assassinstiao or President Kennedy 
wol.lld e.cco;:;pl.ish the 1'ollow1.D3 for Ki:i:RUSHC3EV' persomD.y: 

n. \.:es tern p:::-essure behind the leadership of the USA wou1d a" 
. ., 

nuto...catiC.'.:!lly ease up. Witness President Johnson's· :llra::ed.iote 
' · ccmcilie:~crr.r telegram to KERUS!:CEEV, after th/:': mn-der. We 1Dight 

mention tb:::t the USA vas the cbie:f propow:ot 'for not extending 
.lc,ng :rnnge credits to the USSR. Ext~ni:;ion ot 1u.:1g :range credi-ts 1B 
v.l..tel to the USSR flt this juncture. 

b . Thia 1ee.da us into the most pressing p:.oblem vitb.;lu the 
USSR. 'l'he He5t J_Y.:rsistent.ly underrates the e.nent or the Sov:1.et 
internal situation . It was cy prediction that es e result o:t' t~ 

::0 
(II 

:s.. 
Cl) 

· .. :c 
0 
::, 

== rc.iscsU!lge.::<!nt of the 1963 rerv.:st and the Ci3ICOM arguments that . ·· ~ 
KB._;:ms:rrcmv would :resign dtrriilg the upco:::ibg Dece.>::fuer plenum of the -Co::::.:'.mfot P.:1rty of the USSR. Ou:r Pr~sident1 s death thus ef'!ectively · -~ 
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~~e~~,.tbe Soviets• nttcnti
2

o!l tram th_eir internal problems . It en • ~ 
~ec .. _.., 01."'f'ecte KESUSECESV s longevity. ~ 

:-. . . 
c. In the CUban aitustion any USA or Cuban e;;::pat:riote · 

uctio:is l!g!:innt ~ba v.i.ll no'-' be tainted by the. :fc.ct th!it these are 
-vel"-3~ful ac:ts ~E;U1n3t Cuba becsu!'le of· OS"rlALD1a "Fair Ploy ~err Cuba" 
[\[;f;Ocktio.n::; • Goviously the S07.iets prop::rly interpret our nitu.otion 
in th!lt Prcsicl.ent JO:iKSO:I will. re9tra1n un;y plnnncd. 1nterveo,t1ona in 
Cuba :for o lo.og ti.n::e •. 
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c1. A t1ore om~n!lble America Hill strengthen KlffiUSITCTIEV 1 s 

hie rirnoi:c~: l 1:,tt1~ · ,:lt:i -the: C-uIC0;,'.5. He WLU thu~ hove 
ren Gon to wy bi[; form of peaceful coexistence io superior 
of tl.!c: G.ilICOl·~ 1 

• 

c:. Conceivably (lny of: Presicleot KE1:ill:DY 1 
i, planned nctions 

to E::;Ct even L,o;:-e finl .rite. the Soviets during the pre-election year 
ore thu.s ::;ubou:ige_d by the President1 n murder. 

f. The Soviets obviously und::tstood th.st the death or President 
}::E?i?2D'I would rc5clt in the .!mergence of DeGAULLE ns n strong Western 
lc.utler. :C...---CAUI..IE of course says "what ts good. far France io not necesssri..ly 
~d for the USSR • ., 

. ·.-.. · .. :. -- .. ·:· .... : 
g. The d~th of President KENNEDY re::ioves a popul.ar ral.J.yiDG 

pol.nt for our nllies. Furthen::ore, and more pertinent, hia death. 
rca:ove!i n uycl)ol far Soviet intellectusls who hsve inevitably lll3d.e. · 
in7id..1CJU.'.J co::.pariu0Il!3 bet~een their own i.ntellectuai desert and the 
rlo.,...er-iag of the arts under· the K!:l!NED'Is. The p:?:oblem of' the intell.ec:tual.s 
in 'the l.iSSn 6hould not be interp::-eted as the lea.st of .KliRUSECi3EV'1 a 
1nte~~l riroble~. we:nru.st recall th.st beg~m:lng with Lenin, intellectu:lls. 
ll.!lve provided the impetus for revolution in the USS3 and. they comprise 
one of the three balls KHRUSi:ICEEV IP.1st constantly juggle-the intellcctual.s~ 
the Porty and the Mil1 tary. · 

\ .· : ... _ . 

h. If the USSR hss any ambitioUB aims in 1!:8Dipulating· U.S. · 
public opinion their nru:rd.ex or President mmEDY would serve to 
CY..acerbnte the present di.1':t'erences between the radical lert and. 
;right in-.A=.rica.. In fact the USSR propaganda rachine began to say 
the- murder was ccm:!!litted by the radical right as soon as the deed was. 
done and bei'are OS-wALD wa captured. . .· . .. 

· ·.-· ·· ... 
1.. F:in!llly, the death of' President KE?rn:EDY, whether a :planned 

OJ)crntion or not, vi.ll serve the I::.'Ost· ob'v:1.c-..i.s pm-pose of :providiDg 
p::-oot' or the po"Wer and omnisdence ar the KGB. This application or . 
oheer terror could be ·interpreted as a wrni03 to Russia 1 s own citizens, 
us the Soti.ct 1ntclligence aerv:tces hsve suffered same very :rea1 ·· 
:rt:v-erEea recently 'l."i'th I'ZfiKOVSJIT, cm.wsn11s defection, their ign~ious 
c:,:pul.c;ion t~ the Conoo, etc. I have long :predicted ttmt the USSR 
-woulcl t!ike Eoire drastic action to haJ.t· the rapid erosion of their 
6ecurity. · 

2. Can \ie brie.tly vie'w the CSWAµ) operat190 as a :mounted. KGB 
opc.nition to kill the President'? What ere the essential. ~cdients? 

n • The KGB had so:r::e three years to assess OSWALD il;l · the USSR. 
lli~ vill. d.eprecato the value that the 1.'GB e.ttaches to GUch on the 

I 

. . 
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' i.;pot osse ss~ent. They r:.:i.y ol::io Gny tbnt OSWALD hc1::i· a nut ond. prope:::-ly 
'Would not be entrusted with c.;uch nn orieration riy the Y-Gn . However the 
J(•JJI pr~1:,ly l: no·..1:. tli!:t h:lr;toricaU,y most usr;u.s:.iins huve been unbaJ.cnced 
,l!;.'..llucljustcd typec; . 

b . 1n nuch an operntion the KGB coulcl not use a Soviet citizen · 
though the very real possibility exi6ts thst OS'JALD vas assist~d by 
a Soviet i.J.lc[;c!l of the Y.Gl3 13th Dep.srtwent. Sticking to essenti~-
It was u co~d nlnn t~t did cucceed. \ 

c. OSH.A.LD_ did eE.ca_pe from tbe book buiJding. 

d. 1 He did get to o theater wbich could b!ive been bi6 point 
o.f contact '[1th his illegal cese officer. C,ertuuicy \le know the KGE's 
ppnchsnt :fo1 using tbeati;,rs :for x::-eeting plates.· . . - _. 

e. 1,fter his. f.!r!"est, which was only due 'co bia unf'ort~te 
encOU!lt~ w-).th Police!:en T:G?PET, OSW1\LD did re!:.ain silent. Ho,r J.ike 
t}l~ Dc!:hs.vic;- cf Col. AJ3EL uas bii:; beh:lvior in this regard. 

l ; l ·. 

3. Alflo the very real possibility ex:1.Gts th!lt the KGB ~tended 
to liguidnt~ OSWALD aft~ be did t.he j ob. His l'!)':!eting in the theater 
~'ns probs.bl;( for junt such a lit::Uiclntion or removal fro:n the scene. 
:pi RUTIY 1 s ~rt in the operation we nruut recognize the possibility that 
]!!UDY was ah;o a KGB h!ltcbet csn. L:>o:d.Dg nt tbe bsre essent1aJ.n ot 

. : . 

his pl'..Xt i-q the ope=oticn we see the .follmring: , 
I 4 

• , i . 

a.. RUBY bad access to the police statioo.. Reports say he 
perso:nsl.ly .l,mew most police!C"-n. 

' ' 
. . : . .. . ' 

b .. He successf'ully silenced OSWALD .. 

c: . RUBY r~ins silent and bis cover . ia ho1ding up . 

d .. He hsa a good. l.e gel!d o:f tel!lporory insanity. 

e .. Ee baa a reason.able chance to e aC.!:lpe the death sente.nce. 
. ' 

4. The undersigned clght be better qualified to cOI:.Iment on the 
OS-wALD caJit!cts or thlo case 11' we blew tlle follmdng nbout his ·activities 
J)rio:r- to lLLs de:partw.-e to the USSR: (o .. , b., end c •. belo-.. o!:fer three 
posoi'ble cnswer s to the question, "Hbj did he go to Moscow?" 

a . First, OS'JALD wss e i:;el:f-made l·~ndst or Co:ranunist who 
decic.ed to go en his mm; thst ia, he i:r.sd'.! thio decision· by hinlsel! 
ond p :rb::!pto:d by no one. lie pos s ibly \ffi S looking for a bet t er 11.f'e 
without blt)wi.ns what the Soviet Uni_on reslly_ :to . 

/. 
---------·------------ ·---- -- -··-- ··--· ·-- . -·--··-· .. · 
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b . Gccond, e:ftcr OS'dALD'c discb~rEe no an "u.ndc~iroble" 
fro;,i the },~'Jrines, he :f'ound bi.-1!'.sell in o cli1'f'icult nod unplc!.lnunt 
i:J.Lt::1Uun; .tu .ll. 1>0J:;lul1~ thuL 1r1 tlilc; c;.ltu'.1tton b(: "'Hl noticed by 
n cpottcr or recruiter for the JJ.lcb~ln or ::;o=i~ other tlep~rtnent nod 
....-a~ considered ns a possible ..;nndid.nte :for use or recruitment? The 
full inforn::!!tion about OS-n'ALD 1-f!!::. sent to P.osco;r, and on }'.oscow's 
or::ler en investigation of OS',lALD wa·s rr.ade end there followed a decision 
to "invite" bil!l to Y..oscm1. Using the word "invite", the underc;igned 
b.!1S in raind th.st GC,!ie egents or recruiters through conversatio::is with 
OS~ALD, but without cctu.:illy suggesting the trip itseli', incpired 
OS'rlALD to travel to the USSR. And, in this case, :!.t is nossible truit 

I -
GD:!:ecr-e gnve hp-In some f'insncial assistance and some advice on how to 
do thin .. ... . t f · 

c. Thi.rd, Qg<;.;ALD went to Moscow, or was sent to M:iscov, 
by corr:e pro-Soviet, pro-Co:::=unist, :pro-Cub:m argani~ tion ( s), · 

. ·. ·· .. 

h..-:!vi0-3 in re.lnd tb..!!t he would stay in the Soviet Union :for a f'e.r r....ars, · 
lcubing morel about tb..e So7iet Union end receiving instruct:l.o:::is for 
:L"t:.t!.x:-e ope:cu~:;.oc.s, ectiviti<'!s, etc. , , 

· I : ..... 
5. Kno\.f1Ilg i'or sure tll.9t the Soviets never give a visa without 

l=l.king an investig::itio.J of' the perso:i z:aking the applicatio.:i., we b.s:v~ 
to ~ke 01..tr own invest~ti.on of the follo-.nng questions: 

e. When did OSWA(J) f'irst begin to express his wish to go 
'to the Soviet Union? 

-
b. To whom did he talk, .whom did he contact at this early 

tlme, and how much time elapsed between these talks aDd ccmtects end • 
his opplicat1ont -: ..... 

c. HOW", when and through wbom did OSWALD get his Sov:tet visa 1 

d. How :Long did it take :ror him to get the visa? ··: ..... . 

e. Who persc;mslly g?1ve the visa to OSWALD1 He tmst know :tr 
the perBon at the Embassy \l'Il.O talked to OSWALD ~s a KGB employee. 

-r. 'When and hov did OSWALD travel to the USSR (air, sea; 
through which countries; in vhich countries, 1f' any., did he nake stops; 
boll J.oog were such stops)? 

6~·\ To;etber with the Bbove, it is very i.z:!portant to know ar 
OSHALD1 o cir-cu=..stances. before his trip to tbe USSR. Who knew- in . advance 
th.st he \ra!l going Bod vho knew that he b!!d gonet P.other, brother, 
:re.1::itives, friends, neighboro, girl fiicnd.s, ·boy 1'rieod!I, old buddies, etc.? 

· ., 

I. --------·-------·------
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5. 

'J.'o \lh~ clicl 0~11/\LD c,oy 5oodb:1e before he left i'or the USSR : peroonully 
or by tcleril:one, by l'.l:lil 7 Dld be: ever a!lk anyone nny g_ue::.tions on 
lr11v1.•li1Jg to the U!'.iS!17 Wbo::i? 

611 
O:i'tiJ\LD in 1'bsco·r1 . Wllcn OSWALD orrived in ~scow, be uao 

un r'cr &>lisen-utio:i, investig.?:1tion ocd complete control by the KGB .. In 
ttiG rinrticular ca::.e, under the Se~ond Chief Directorate (CI). Being 
t:..."lc!r.:r the control of the KGB, at the 6a~e time he waa under heavy 
1m·e::iti3-<it1on ill.rect.ed at answering the. questio:i of \lhy tbis stupid 
/,L..-.::rican h:id c.cc:e to the USSR ( it doesn't mske any diff'erence whether 
th• .. 7 knew in (ldvance about OSWALD or not; ar:y,rsy, they would conduct 
c\.!cb on fove:stis;ition ) . Every possible bit of :l.nfDrl!:'.ltion was taken 
fro:i CS'~ALD about the US.b,, especially ebout his service in the Mirine ·: : ~- .:· · 
Co:-ps, etc. ~At the se1:;e time, OS'rlALD was under constant observation · 
°Jnd ntudy f possible f'uture use by the Soviet Intell.igeoce sod CI 
m:rn.cee. . · . . .. _ . , . .• 
l 
~ ! 
/' 7. It :;hould be noted here that any :foreigner, especially a'Q . 

~:::::riClln, ~ho orrives in the USSR i'o:::- pe=:3nent or prolonged stay · 
,; fh'ilYG 1:J rxu:::;ined b y .the Soviet S-t~t;: Security OB a possible candidate· 
· tor future use (special truiniDg and recruitr.:.-ent)within the USA or 
9t~er cow:itries (but against tlle USA ) . Mter a good. study and inves-
1-1sn t1an ',/llich continues about six re(,mths in }bscmr, under :non:aJ. 

I ,f 1C'.!oci!!l 1nuppart ond n:fa1II?'ID c~ort :from the KGB, the KG:B n:akes its 
i::oucJ.u::;ior.3: that OSWALD ie clear and is who he c11lim.s to be nod. ." 
tb:lt ho clE',l:lt po.ssib]s be used or usef'ttl :for Sov;t.et Ixitell:!.e;ence or 
CI Serv1.cc. liOI'E: the uncL"Tsigoed believes that during his (OSW.ALD's) 
tir::t re.,, ~o::rt.hs in M!:isco'W', additiorol .il:lquiry ond. investigation cxf 
0,7,;'ALD woo going on thr~ the Soviet llibassy in Hashington end 
th_-cr.!(";i Soviet ogent net•,mrka in the USA and possi~.l.y through p.ro
Sovict cod pro-Ca:::munist organizations within the US-o\ . :' 

8 . After being e few \reeks or xwnths in !obsco'll'1 OSWALD e:xpreesed 
n '\dGh to r.tny :fc:rever in the Soviet Union and· to be a Soviet citizen. 
i'hen the KG.B eaid to hi.mt "If you ~lly want to be a Soviet citizen 

. eccl t::C!'X"Ve the Co::::.nmiBt cause, you must denounce American lcperiallS!n 
end l.i::eriC!.lo c1t1:.ensbip . t, T.nerci'ore, ao:newhcre in this period., · 
osi,,,·.r.n \:t!nt "to tho US E:!:::bassy and r~ounced his US cl,ti.zenship. · ·· - · 
/.:ftcr thi:; oct Stote Secm-ity decided to giye OSWALD scc:c kind cxf job 
in occord.nnce Yith his k:oo-.1lede,"'C snd c:ap.s.bilities, at the same ·ti.me 
coutil:uin3 to titudy h.iI:I oa a potential agent . · . .-,· · · • . 

. . · .. : \ .. 

9. Becauae to trake a good. agent .takes a 1ong time and because 
OS1/ALD was :l.I::petient--6nd because he had not yet been given Sorlet 
c 1ti::.~ !:ia!I·-the KGB deci ded not to z:::ake of him a good. agept, but did 
net br eak ::-elations vith him r:ind decided to use bin in a Jnetre or less 
open vay. · .. - ; , ~ . .. ·. ~. 

.: .· . , , 

. . . 

--------- --------------·---·-----·-. ·--···-
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10. \-lw.:n Ci:.in:,LD 1;}10..;cc:i. r;o~e u.lc, :..i !l tic!'.::</ :.:!.cn n'bout tb~ Sav:!.et. vny 
c•r ) _1.f'c.: (J.t j _n uGt!.!!l for , u'.:: ~ric.:nns) --..,n<l. u:, thin t:lr.e OCt·:ALD hud olrecic.ly 

1, i:t, liJ.t.; (',!.rl J'r.Lcn:l (tl1,: KCII 11rob~llJy hc:J.1i ·.:cl ld.rn to f1ncl her- to Ir.l!l~c 
Jii'.:i 11(:J)PY oncl to I.:!lke eure tlll!t he '\,;Oulu not leave the Soviet Union) 
'Lht.: r:G.tJ i:t tbc Cllr:e tir;:e continued to tri.:in him, probably in the 'h-ay 
or 1.!Il olcl-foGhloned ltnrxfot, tcllin,; biln th.at he would be a good 
1·j L'.,litcr or;nin;:,t in:;pe:riolictc on<l. ugoin:;t J\!r:ericnr. m.illiOl:'.l!lires, such 
c, 3 HOC:'.E:£LIEI1, KE.NHEDY ond others.. J,nd some'Jhere here, while in this 
l:in:i of troi.n..i.!:!g, o low level c.ose off'icer of State Security toJ.d hi.n 
ti~t to b..'.!ve o better life in the US yo).l have to fight very hard to 
b'.ff"/ c:1:pitnlls1;1, au our W . .kitu Sergeyevich seys; together with 
Ct!pit:::li~!:1, you h.'lvc to bury nil the n;f.llio::i.::d.res, including your 
f lrct beast and blood-sucker, KENNEDY (!IOTE: this is not a te.1l. 
i.;to:-y; it iD the w3y in which State Security operates with the stupid . . . 
J~u:d~t::; ond with n.::dve :followers of the Co;r:;nm" st · :oovement). If on · -... ::..;,. · _. · · · 
n h!gb. level within the KGB it was d.ecicled. tb..:!.t the::-e is notb.!Dg good · 
in O'.:i\.11.:LD end th.st be is just a roive All!erican o.nd thE.t _ he could not 
be relied 1...-pon i"ully, but th.at nonetheless he could be used because 
be io for our cause and is against capitalism in general, then the 
:fol10·.1ln3 •.;ocl.d rove been sUo5estec.--arter OSWALD already h.9.d asked 
p~.::nlc oion to return t.o the USA: OSWALD was told. to be e good 
1'1[¢1.ter e~in.st CllpiU!lism and to secure ycrur Soviet citizenship, you 

I 
J:::UGt r:;ho·.; YOl.f Sel:f as e good fighter 1'crr the Cc::r::mmj st cause inside 
tbc USA; tbeq, ,.u:: give you pernission because we believe you are a 
c;trong }::ir:d.1t to return to the US.A nnd to do something 1'or our 

,. co~on c..::iuse; uuch as to help aey American pro-Soviet organizetions 
or, 'for in,'.jtnnce, beco;;;e a JreI!:ber of a }'ree Cuba Co!.::mittee or in case 
or er 1!31!. to do c;o:netbing outstanding-th.at Yil.l be noticeable everywhere
that vll.1. prove tbt you are a real Cco:;;mn1 st. Then, so:rewhere here, if' 
be \.':ls olre~dy .e Sm·iet agent ar not,_, tb~ girl showed up, or she 'WBS 

there before, but by this time ohe was pregnant and OSWALD decided to 
so to the USA. Then he wea told. Arter this talk, OSW.ALD shouted
where is your :freedom? She in my wif'e, v.e b!lve n child, and r wuld 
J...i.kc to go. lf he did ?:.9.ke a big noic;e, they decided. to l.et h1ln and 
her go; or if he already was a trained egent, then 'Without any ld.:od 
of tioioe on his part, but w:I,th s~e di.i."":t'icul.ties., permission l>'as granted 
'!or her to go 'With biln. • 

·' 

ll . Loo.king at the '\tl:f'e of OS1AALD, we should b!lve in mind that · .- · . ~ · 
ohe · vns ond otill is an agent or at least a l.o'W'- lcvel. inronmnt o:r th.e 
h.'GB . lf i.he was not bef'ore she met OSWALD, she became so atter the 
uecond duy ohe net hi.n . This is the ret;Ul.ation :1n State Sec1.Irity on 
how to hnn:Ue :foreigners- it ll':akes no ·difference 'Whether they ere 
Co=:::u.:usts or not . · 

12. :em-e5tisation of' CSWALD1 s 'Yi:f'e should be undertaken ea 

. ,-: " .. ·· . . 

ocx,n o o :pcusi ble, \/'1th s pecia l ottention being paid t he questions to tollo'll: 

I . . . 
. /' 

----------------- ---·----------- ----· -
., 
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I 
o. Fin:;t, ,,ho i:; ::;he? Her cduel!tion, profession, .!ge, i'runily 

bnc!:sround, P..rt.y nf:t.'il iutlon (Kc:::,or.:ol 1cemberi:;hip). If' she was a 
n<:i;;ber of the Ko::.sosol, then the Kcr.n.so;:wl orgzrniwtion wlll tuke any 
ctcpn po::a;ible agzdnst her tnivel.:Log to the US. Alco, cl.le must be • 
expelled frc::i tbe Kc:,.sr..:uol, und then ::;he nutcr...!ltically would. be 
considered a z:.-en:ber of the ID,perialist ~u:p. Then, if nhe vas a member 
of the Ko.T.So;;:cl end tbic action did not take place, it was because of 
KGB interference ng!!inst Buch octio::i. The same action would relate 
to erry of her relntives~father, mother~ brothers •••• i.f' they were 
mecller.s or the CPSU or Kczisor.iol. ' 

b. To which office9 was she invited before and a:f:'te:r their 
r::arriege1 If' Bhe was inv:!.ted to so::ie offici.'.!l Soviet ottices, and. i1'. 
these o:ffices esked her not to I!JCrry a foreigner end not to go vith 
h.it:::, then probably she was not a meriber of the Ko:n.somol and abe did 
it on l:.er o·,.-n will.; but if' she answers th.at no one invit-zd her to 
zuc:i o:!'.'fices, then the whole job was done by the KGB-smoothly and 
quietly, wlt;h no tal.k .zoi.u3 around about it •. 

c. Who help~d her end. bow m3ny ti.mes to write pspers :for 
the Soviet Mtaistry of Foreign Affairs to say that she bad tarried 
an ~ican citizen. end would like to go 'With him to the USA? If 
it wns droe n few tin.es and with great dif'.ficulties, then probably 
it waa done only with a little help from the KGB. Ir .• _however, the 
papers were :prepared only once and permission wss grnnted after only :
a :few l!:Onths 1 wait, then everything was done by the KGB • (Accordi:og 
to the An:ericen news:papers, her opplication i'or :per?!lission to c~ to 
the US . 'l."aB !)rocesaed. very easily and quickly.) . · :·.· . . .. ·. · . . 

. da "When and 'Where did they register their n:arriage? 'Who lfere 
the witnesses to th.st 1r.5rriage? Bow n:any :relatives end :friends (af 
w-i...i'e) were rireseot at. the wedding and celebration. -'What kind of 
g:1.1'ts did they receive at the tine of icsrriage and f'rom whom? Where 
did they tnke up residence efter :rtS.rriaBel Were they given an a:partment~ 
or a ream? .And in what neighborhood? 

. e. "Where did her husband, OSWALD, work'l In what factory? 
What were his hours of work'! Eow long did he spend. 1n M;,sco~ be:fore 
he went to Ninsk? Who chose Minsk-did he or did scm:-eone else'l 

" . . . .. ~· 

! 

-r.. \.'ho were her husband I s :friends t From vbat circles t 
Workers 'l Intellectuals? 

g.. Ilcr.1 many times were she ancl her husband-while .they lived 
together in71ted to the pol1':e etatious or any other Soviet 
gcr,ern=.-ent offices, together or sep.:intely7 (NarE: There is no other 
o....<>;fic~ th.!!11 the KGB which wou.ld ~ke sucll on· invitation. It makes 
to di.!'!e:reuce it' they were ogenta or not . ) 

--------· ·-. ______ I _ .. 
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h . !low 1.1~urt (1utt:Ul1:;i.:nt.) i:; r;lic:7 DoeG uhe rcnlly c;pc.::ik 
:r.o }~.s}.i::;b? To her English better th.::!n ohe cho\.ls or better than 1 t 
i::;liould be after beins here only t'wo yearr;? Or worse? 

1. Whnt dces Gbe soy Bbout lti'e in the Scniet Union? 

j. Dld -her husband hsve s gun while he was in the Soviet 
Union? IT co, bmt does she know about it? When did he get :!.t? Did he 
1'!::.ve speciel percicsicm to c:J.rry a gun?, Dld he brin.g thiG gun with. 
him across the border? }'or ycr.rr inforn:::.tion, nobody carries a gun 
in the USSR without the KGB eveI!tually learning o:f it. least of all 
en ~~-rlC.!ln. 

k. Who gave fi~nc:inl hel:9 to them before they left the 
Soviet Ucicr.:i? (narz: For a regular worker in the, Soviet Union, it is 
:iJr.possible to save enough money to buy o ticket and. I!JSke any kind of 
!)Teparetio!l!; to go abroad.) 

J... Who gave .lnstructions to OSWALD to esk :for f':irencial. 
assistance ut the Americ-9.n Embassy upon his return to ·the. USA? 

lll . W!ls their fi::"st child born in Russia-baptized in the USSR? 
lf so, in whst church? Whose id.ea .ms it? Did they baptize their 

L second. child, born in the US? 

n. Ii' OSIJALD never bed. a pen:.snent job here in the USA, then 
who waa coing to :t'in.snce his nen trip to the USSR'l now- :much did bis 
\d:fe know about hi.'3 plan to return to the USSR via Cuba1 · 

13. The investigntion of the .d:fe should be n:ade step by step, 
:keeping in mind. ond De-rcr forgetting teat OSWALD as well as she 
herself were under cmistont observation and with con~..ant .. contacts 
with organs of the KGB. Without such observation anrl contacts \dth 
orge:oa o.r the KGB, ~o :foreign~ can "J.:tve v.I.tllin the Soviet Union. 

h t -f'H 

, 

,,,,,...-~·· ·. <. 
t:.:·. 
t= -• 
,::..., ... ·' . 

- . -. lfr• . ID e:n,y ~·sti.gation of this cas~ ve should not lo-se the .initieti;e-J"~-.~-~ 
· .: .: . '.· · ID view of the extraordina...ry circu:::sumces surrcmrding this case the FBI, through 

tbe D~parl:I:::::nt or St~te, could logically enotl.3h request. that th~ USSR provide. all 
·· ·-· availe.ble info on OSWALD's story in the 'lF~TI end the purpose of bis visit to the 

Sov·ict fub~:,y in }!exico City~ A friendly De.t.ion cun be expected to ~- such 
- . e. request . \.le %:light learn a great deal f!(lr!l the Soviet reply . . lt-oiJC'i~ 

. -. ·; ~ ~ ·.· 
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WASHINGTON FIELD DALLAS 12/2/63 

(J 
LEE HARVEY OSWALD 

CARL E • G RAHAii 
f TYr£HY 

elw 
TLE OF CASE fll:PORT MADI: •Y 

CHARACTER OF CASE 

/ . \ IS - R 

REFERENCE~: Bureau teletype 11/30/63. 
Bureau teletype 12/1/63. 

I \, __ 
. - p -

; ADAIINISTRATIVE DATA: 
I 

·1 • 

~e of evidentiary significance was previously submitted to 
Investiga tlon conducted by WFO that was known. t.o c~-

the Dallas Office in appropriate FD 302s. This material fT ... \') 
forwarded by airtel to Bureau dated 11/26/63 under caption ~ 
"Assassination ·of President, JOHN F. KENNEDY, 11/22/63, · I 
Dallas, Texas." This information is not being repeated in ·. (\

1 

t~is report. It is noted this information pertained to ~~ q 

specime~s of OSWALD, delivery of bullet obtained from U.S. ·t ~ ~ 
Secret Service, and the obtaining of a U.S. Postal Money , • N 

\ .Order used to purchase rifle used in the assassination. · 
Also included in t~is material was an insert reflecting ,;-,.-- ! .... u 

~ 1..-J--- ~the results of review of USMC personnel record for LE . ,.} . '\= ,.) ~ 
ttY HARVEY OSWALD . . . . . . 0-P-f~ t/) /' 
; •• 
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On 6omo TV program on Novembe r 23, 1 963, or · ./£)1 . 1 

November 24, 19GJ, it was reported that the Dallas Polle~ ,: 
; Department had Questioned a .JOSJ)('RODll.lGUEZ , a :tellow employee 

of OSWALD, at tile Look wurehousc from which assassination 
of Prer:;ident U~NNEDY occurred • . Office of Security had 
check made of visa files of Department of State regarding 
this namo a!!<1 located ~c~llowintr information regarding one 
~.<?.S~. ~.I GUflt' Jl(!~Ill_G(!E:Z , .. yf\MOLI~A., po6sibly identical. · 

On March 6, 1959, latter individual was issued 
B- 2 visa 11.t Embassy, Havana, Cuba, valid through ldarcb 5, 
1961, for 011c month's visit to a cousin in .New Yor.k City,. 
not 1dcntified and no : ndd.ress given. He was warned not 
to accept work or overstay period of admi.ssion. Visa Number .. . 
1490477 was i~'sued. .Following description was given: .. , .. . 

Dat~ _ _of .birth: 
PlllfC o _f ._b.1,r,-J,b,.: . 
Height: 
Wel~ht: 
Ha tr: 
Eyes: 
Complexion: 

1/ 27/ 36 
"H9.vana,. Cuba 
5 1 6" • .. .. • 

18 0 pounds 
Drown 
Brown 
Fair 

. ·-

Ma11ital status: 
Homo address: 

Married 
Calle 15 #201 La~_ton, Havana.tu(;.:/ 

/ -
On November 26, 1963, PETR s.YDERJABIN, an 

ndmitted formor Soviet intelligence officer, furnished 
the following· information-concerning LEE HARVEY OSWALD 
and his wife: 

DEfiJADIN docs not believe the Soviet Government · 
had any knowlodgo of OSWALD's plans to assassinate President 
IJ::NNEDY; howovcr, he does believe that OSWALD and his wife 
had some connection with the Russian int~lligence service. 
Ho snid the Soviet Government undoubtedly has a file on 
OSWALD and feels that it should be rt,q-.1ested to furnish 
information regarding OSWALD's activities while in the 
Soviet Union. Norm~lly, when an individual leaves the 
Soviet Union and bas been working for .th~ government, be 
would be furnished some clothes and t~ansportation expenses 
to his destination. Since this was not done , DERJABIN 

- 41 
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J feels that OSWALD's departure from the Soviet Union was 
· planned by the intelligence service . OSWALD must have been 
1 .tnvc::;tignted upon his· arrival ·in the Soviet Union and 

prol.Jul.Jly lived in Moscow while he was undergoing 
i11veotii,:ation prior to his going to Minsk. Also, DERJABIH 
feels that OSWALD must have been indoctrinated into the 
Soviot syHtem prior to his being permitted to return to 
tho Unitod States, or he was considered unstable and allowed 
to leave as nn undesirable. He said OSWALD's wife must 
have been an uneducated peasant type and considered safe 
to leave tho Soviet Union or had connections with the Soviet 
intelligence service. 

DEnJADIN believes· thn t the wife of OSWALD should 
bo observed closely and th0.roughly interrogated. DERJABIN 
suggested that am<',~ others, the following Questions should 
be asked: 

1. When was it that she first met OSWALD and 
the details concerning such circumstances. 
DERJABIN said that if she was not working 
for intelligence service at the time of 
the meeting, she would have been contacted 
within two days. 

2. Wbero they lived in Minsk and details 
regard~ng the type of apartment. 

3. Details regarding OSWALD's activities 
while in Minsk during non-working hours. 

4. Where did ho go and how long was he g,one 
during tho ev~nings. 

s. How well did he loarn the Russian language. 

6 . Was bhe a member of the Komsomol, and were 
n~y of her family members of the Conununist 
Party. 

7. What .station in life did they occupy and 
were any o! them o!ficinls of the Boviet 
Government . 

- 4 2 -
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Details regarding their securing permission • · 
to leave tho 66viet Union. · 

9. Details concerning events leading to their 
marriage. 

Dy communication dated November 26, 1963, information 
was received from the Savannah FBI Office that one "HOBO" SMITH 
had telephonically advised an employee of a television 
station in Columuia, South Carolina, on November 9, 1963, he 
knew President JOHN F • .cENNEDY was going to be killed. This 
same individual again contacted the err.ployee on November 26, 
1963, and said he had tried his best to keep the President· 
from being shot but was too busy. This caller also claimed 
be had "protected WILSON with his life as far as he could go" 
and indicated he was n good friend of DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER 
and had writ ten many letters to him. 'The caller indicated . __ 
he goos by ti.le name of "HOBO" SMITH but ·this is not his .. real 
name. 

The above information was furnished to SAC ROBERT I. 
DOUCl, Protective Research Section, U. S. Secret Service, 
on Novemuer 27, 1963. SAC BOUCC advised his files reflect 
no record o! "HODO'' SMITH • 

. ' 
iJ..··rcview of information in WFO fj.)es reflects 

one "\101,lp"SMI'IH, al150 known as JAMES LJ::WI~~MlTH, ....2-53-
.Q~~~E-~-~-~~~~e~ _spp,.rtnnb:vrg: ·s~ut.n . ..91.;:£_1~, was known~ 
as a chronic complainant in 1916. 

By communication dated Nov~reb~26, 1963, Los.Angeles 
FDI Office, advised Lieutenant MICI!A~EPADRO, who w·as 
formerly assigned to U. s. MRr1ne Cor~k,Air Control Squadron 
Number 5, Marine Corps Alr Facility, Santa Ana, .G!ilifqz:!1.~.J 
in 1958, had been upset by literature received by LEE 
HAHVL'Y OSWALD ,who was a member of this unit in early 
1958 • OSWALD reportedly told DEPADHO such literature was 
being received so ho . could prJctice Russian. 

On November 27, 1963, IC MICHAEL VERNON DEVOL 
dotermincd from u. s. Marine Corps files the service record. · 
for DEPADRO, which would contain his home addrese-;r~'1~ 
~resently stored at the Military Personnel Records Center, 
~t. Louis, Missourli 
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~!U1U JU\:-.J IHJ.',I H) !{ : 

SUBJECT: 

\ 
Duµuty Director for Plans 

S ti L us Hep ort on \fork for 
the l~arren Co;nr.iission 

1. Paras 1 and 2 of the attached r.iemorandum reflect 
Hork already done and fonoJarded to the \'!arren Co:nmission. 
Para 3 indicates material now in process. Items a and c 
will be co~plcte<l by 15 April. Item bis dependent upon 
an answer from the FBI which as late as this morning is 
not for th coming. 

2. Regarding the other suggestions made by/ 
, I do not believe he should discuss any aspect of 

this case alone on any basis with members of the Commission 
staff. If this is done, he should be accompanied either 
by/ . or/ 1oJho is \,1orking on the case. 
As for the questioning of j,!arina, I would be reluctant 
to have/ . or anyone else from Clandestine Services 
figure directly in this. 

. I . 

3. 
0

T.he sl!ggestions made in para 6 have merit and 
if you ag_ree, we ,~ill tell him to proceed with these. 

( 
A ttaclrn:cnt 

(:,LV7~CJ2~ 
OoC"ument Number · .Q I 

fClo, FOIA R~vi~w on JUN 107R 

I I . 
f . . 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: I 
SUBJECT 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
I 

Status Report on\. 
Warren Commission. 

8 April 1964 

Work for the 

1. To date,\ has prepared and forwarded through 
appropriate channels to the Warren Commission the following papers: 

a. ' Chronology of OSWALD in the USSR, October 1959 -
June 19~2 
----,,-

I" . ;' 
b. '. 'Questionnaire for Mrs. Marina OSWALD 

c. Biographic In.formation on Mrs. OSWALD and Her Relatives 

d. Name List with Tr.ices . 

- a revised list of approximately 160 persons known to 
the O!;iWALDs, with traces, was submiJ;ted in March. 

i 
e. Soviet Use of Assassination and Kidnapping 

(a background paper) 

f. Soviet Press Reaction to the Assassination of President 
Kenned'y, 23 November - 31 December 1963 

2. In addition, we have prepared and forwarded several other items 
including the following: 

a. A letter to Lhe Commission providing information on OSWALD's 
Soviet weapon (February). 

b. Answers to the Commission's questions concerning information 
in Slate Department. files (April). 

I 

/ c . Pictures and biographic 

r I,}. I 

· I l t 

I) s I,; ' 

It ' . ~ 

' . , - . 
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c . Piclurcs and Liographic.: :.;ummaric:s concerning two Soviet 
oHicials :;tationed in Mexico. {Providedi for forwardin•r 

. 0 
to Lhc Commission) . 

3. At the present lime we have the following items in progress: 

· a . Additions to the chronology based on material recently 
made available_ by the FBI. 

b. A picture 0£ OSWALD in Minsk which was found in CIA 
Graphics Register, (This is not to go to the Commission until the 
results of an FBI check with the source of the picture becomes availabl< 

c . A brief summary of the OSWALDs' contacts with Soviet official 
a1,cl other citizens after their arrival in the United States . 

4. I have reviewed Marina 0SWALD 1s testimony before !:he Commissic 
and plan to relurn to the Commission's offices for a further examination of 
pertinent transcripts and exhibits next week . Mr . David Slawson of the 
Commission's staff has indicated a desire to d.:.:.scuss the Soviet: aspects of· 
the case informally with me after his return from a field trip. With your 
approval, I shall do so. 

5 . l\-1r . Slawson also stated that Marina iR to re.turn to the Commissi01 
for further questioning and that he would advise us of the date that tJ:-J.s would 
occur so that we might submit more questions for her if we wished . He 
voiced his ciesire to have someone from CIA {he implied Lhat it mighl be r.o~) 

present when Marina is again testifying . 

6 . I believe, that we should not conclude our work for. !:he ·war ren 
Commii;sio:1. without preparing a brie{ analysis of certain aspects of the 
Soviet phase of the 0SWALDs 1 careers . N0SENK0 1 s testimony .has probably 
eliminated the need for some of this, but I think that we should do a brief 
essay on Marina and on OSWALD too, drawing togethe r what w e believe to b e 
the signific.:i.nt fealurcs of their life and activiti'es in the USSR. This should 
include a comparison of 0SWALD 1s c >.-periences with those of other defector s 
to the USSH, going beyond the information already p r ovided _the C ommi ssion 
on this subject . 

- 2 -
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C.li:; 'L't;Ll'..'VISION NJ•:'J'v/Ol{K 

C. ~ 7 5- I 'I 'I g 
£ A'# /8/ T /3 

Pro).!rum Trnnscdp/s 

Sl'ECIJ\L l'IW.JSCTS DEl,J\lffMENT 

CBS News 

CDS EVENING NEWS Wl'J'II WAL'l'ER CRONKI'l'E 

l•'r1c1ay, May 9, 1975 
6: 30 - 7: 00 l-1M, .Irn'l' 
7 : 00 - 7: 30 l'M, l•:JYJ' 

/\l~NOUl'iCJ..;1< : L•'rorn c; rn; Ne ws headquarters in New York, this is the 

CJ ::.: l~VJ•:NJNU 1'~1':W~~ WJ'l'll WJ\L'l'J,:H CHONKI'J'~ ;, .'..l.lld Peter Collins in 

\/j <:11tiu.ne, Lao:::; !(andy Dan1cls in Detroit; Hobert Schnlme in · 

l~u w York; JJ:,vhl Culhane in New York; i.a1arr6n Lovejoy in Lansin~, 

t,Jj c J 1:i.:~an; IJ.'.J.nj_el Schorr in Wo.shinr;ton; and Barry Serafin in 

W:ii,h:Ln~ton. 

@1975 CBS Inc. 
ALL lUGH'fS RESEHVED. 
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J.:Vl·:1·n 1,J(; l~ l•: W~i WJ 'J' ll ~·1/IJ,'/'~I< CHONKl 'J'E 5/9/75 5 

r;IWNJ<. J. 'J'I·:: ilt ,w que:.:t"i 011c; ,trc lJetnu: 1:1sked about the assassination of President 

K0 u11c..:dy LtlHI ulJuu·L l.1,.; <..: ll :.trvey Oswa ld, the man who killed him. Daniel Schorr 

!ta:.; lca1·11cd ~;01 11L! :,j 1•;11 11 ·1cu11L dl.!ta:i.1:; al>out tl1e J{u::i sian phase of Oswald I s 

l:i_ l'L! . 

D/\NJl•:L ~:L:11 0 1'!{: In l•'elJrua.ry, 1 61~, ten weeks after the Kennedy assassination, 

L:i..e:uLci 1;;.1,L ColonL:l Yuri Nosenlrn of the KGD - the Soviet secret police -

tl e i' ectcct to the IJ. ~;. with c.letails of the KGD file on Lee Harvey Oswald. Now 

!1is ox j_:_;tcnce and his L•'B l interrou;ation report have been disclosed,. after 

e leven ycLtrs. Nosenko told tile I•'BI the KGB considered Oswald mentally 

al:i'normal, possibly a n American agent, decided not to try to recruit -him. 

'l'he report was n 1 t cited when CIA Director John McCone and his deputy . . :· 

Jl e ltrnJ, t es tifj_ cu b e fore the Warren Commission. 'l'oday, McCone explnL . _,,. · .. , .. 

JOHN MC CONE [ former Cli\ Director]: It is traditional in the intelligence 

b uslnc:.:s that we do riot uccept a defector 1 s statements until we have proven 

b eyond rrny doubt that the man is legitimate and the information is correct. 

It tool<: :.;omc time t o prove the bona -fides 01' the man, which subsequently were 

prov..::n, however, but W() J'C not known at the time of the testimony. 

:~CllO J:I, :· Noscnlw r:a:L d the KGB h a d decided to refuse Oswald Soviet 

ci tizen:.,llip, tri()u to i:;et rid of him, and only after he slashed his wrists 

in a Moscow hot e l , permitted llim to go to Minsk, with instructions that he 

be watchctl but not recruited. Hussians who hunted rabbitg with Oswald 

reportuu he was a very poor shot. 

When Oswa ld turned up a t the Soviet embassy in Mexico in September, 163, said 

Nosenko, the KGB v~ tocd a visa for him. 

/lf'ter the assassination, ·in November, the KGB found in Oswald I s file an entry 

that the KGB in MJrwk hud tried to influence Oswald in the right direction, 

s uc;:_-:cstine; a possil.Jle assiounent. But a crash report to Niki ta Khrushchev 

concluded that wa s a bureaucratic, self-servini statement and wrong . 

-Daniel Schorr, CBS News, Washington . 
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PRr.s1oeNT's Cm,n11ss10N 

ON 1'111! 

C It 7 5- I L/ " Z 
C A'f/ /8/ T / 4 

AssA SS IN ATroN OP Pr,Es10ENT KENNEDY 

: 200 M.1~ybn<l Aw .. NE. I 
WAS!i!NGTON, D.C. 20002 

t;.: · l"t ... ~ (,_, '-f 
E,\I\L \.\.'A IUlL:,.J, 

( .' >u,,,.,_.,,, 
I. HE RAt-:r:: IN, 

KIC:11 .\ l<f) n lll! S:;[{ L 

J• '! IS :-11 : 'l \ I."\ : J f · 1 Ii H'l ll 
11 . .1, LI~ r,, .1,..;:, 

c.;: !C. :\ 1.0 H. I Ort o 
Ju i IS J. ~! ,C:LOY 
ALLLN IV. UULUS MAR 6 1964 

C 

Mr . Hichard Helms 
~puty Director for Plans 
C2ntral Intelli;ience Agency 
Hu:;hlag:;on, 2'.5, D. C. 

Dear Hr. Helll.:i : 

CO ·1\I\.V-1.::r~- :GY'..-

; · 
The Cornnission has recently received a report 

fro::i the FederoJ. Bureau of Investigation covering an inter
/~lcw ·that took pluce bct-,;-een reprc:.entatives o:f the 13t1-""eau 

and the recent Soviet defector, Yur~ Ivanovic!'l nosenko. . . 
. I . 

It appears to' us tbat~osenko Is defectio~~ 
whether or. not it is authentic, is 61' very great intere~t. 
~9_ t_h~Q,~~;:;),QP,. I ~9.w_,~_fi,l;i'to-·set up a·-_~q~-;-~-;-~iL 
eurly in the ,,eek oi' Ha..>-ch 9 betveen members at· the Co:a.
rnission stni':f end i:::e:::ilie:?:"s of the CIA to discuss this mt~~ 
i'ur-tber und to ~x:plore g:::!:cernlly the work your Agency has / 
in progress of interest to this CoZ!:!Ilission. 

Will you please contact me at your earliest 
convenience to set a ti.me for this conference . 

Docum ent Numbar 

for FOJA R~vicw on 

Sincerely, 

I
. l) /? // . 

I I , .j_p--"'- v.J !A;,~?.-__,__, 

J . Lee Rankin 

s~;~'.1-d.+J A ~niralGounsel 

JlJH 1973 

I 
9ff>~-. .. ,.,..""":';, __..t"W:_, •owown, ..__..,.. .. 

-, "G!J .&Rllafr"!:.~;;cr1atne1+•• P ,,.,,..,lll,;s1AtA'fO 

CnitTJICo..~ • ------~ -
/ 
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rnma_UIDUH Fffi THE RECCRD 
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C n 7 5· 1 i./ <1 Z 
£ A' f//{3/T /5° 

)3 April 1964 

1. f ctlled :ne in at 0900 and showed m.e in draft a rneinorandUDl 
recording his car.versa tion T,;j_ th Allen Dulles on Saturday- ll April re CU 
assistance to the ~farren Corit::tl.ssion. In essence., t..11.e conversation dealt 
with questioM w"h .... ch the Warren Cor:tl!U.Ssion ;1D.l direct to CL\.. Copy_ 
follows? 

2. I h~s suggested that nothing further be done·re preparation 
of an aruly3is of the OS,iAID affair pendi.r.g receipt of t te questions fro.l'l. 
the Coi:.ilini.ssion. Ari.swering ·these questions might make it un.'1ecessar:, to 
prepare an an.::i..J.J"si:;. · 

3. / asked that we prepare, 
the FBI coxrunication containing two 
Nosenko. / is handling. I 
drafto 

on a priority basis, a reply to 
reports on the OS:iAI.D case from 

and I are to see it in 

I 
P.S . I al.so returned to :ne the several iter.is of Oswald prochJ.ction 

borrowed on ll April. 

for FO/A ~~aw OQ JUN. 1976 
• 

-
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I 
13 April 1964 

Deputy Director for Plans 
M 9.~,!l.. 
en D1scus3ion.s wit.h }.!r. Allan W .. Dulles 

on the a~e "~ I\ -- p>-, • 

1. At the instructions of the UDP, I visited ~r. 
Dulle~ on 11 April to discuss with hi.a cortain que!ltion:s ~: 
which ,~r. Dullas feel3 the \fa:rn,n C01D.:ii,!SiO'A ma.y posfl to . · .. 
CIA. 1'lr. Dulles explained 'that whllo the ColluDi!S3ion .. -: ·,), .. :... _, .. . . 
"'bhitd to clarify c~rtain a _spects 0£ the Os-i,ald CJl~a- in: ··~.- .;;.~·.::,::~:.:.~, 
whic.h a r~3pon5• f:rOffl CIA seemed nece:S!Sal")' it lfa:s. :not -su.ro :: .,:::,'.,~·;_i_.: 
how t.htt qt105ticms should b~ po:srd nor hall CIA !Should re-spond~~/:·t,: 
Mr. Dullo:t h o~d that our discus,ion:s would enabh·-hi.Dt.-t:o-~·::- -::_:c:-~\~~ 
a<lvi:,e th~ Co1allli.5siou on thb t13.ttor. Ho :fi-r~t ral:sed th.tt ; · ~ ':':-=: 
allega~ion that Oswald wa~ a CIA agent. Ho·mentioned~two ; - · ' 
source3 for ~hi.3 accu:sation. One wa:, Mr:s .. ~t3rgueri t~ .L :,- .--
Os...,ald :o Lee Harvey O:s-wald' s mother, .ind tho other Wa.$- Mr.: 
Mark Lane" ~r:s ... Oswald' :s nttorn1'}'. He s uggc.:s tad that: tho 
Co.Il!S issi0n :o in asking U5 thi:s question, might well for~~rd 
a su~mary or p6rtinent e~cerpts of the testimony concerning 
this ~atter .. He noted, ho~~vor, that M~. Os~ald'3 testi-
raon:, wa3 so incoherent that it would be difficult. to fi.nd ' '"·· 
pertiil,rn t cxcorpts, thu5 it would be b.tter for the Co:zi• . · . . -

- JHission to Sl..llAm.ari::a tha testimony. ..(>::..:-~>··:·-_ .· : -. :. :· · ...... :. 
2. Mr. Dullo:s then su&gassted th.at the rtupon5~

7
;~_;-~.his·.- / :, · 

qucs~ion could be in tho foria of sworn testimony bcforo th& •· 
Co~mi55ion by a senior.CIA official or~ latte~ or affidavit. 
lie roc:illeJ that the Director of the FBI had rcpli-,d by .-.:. 
lattor to a similar question. In nny evont.Mr. Dulles 
felt the roply should bo straightforward a~d to tho point • . 
lie thought l:mgu3g<;, which !:lade it clear that Lee Ha-rvey _,_. 
Oswald was never an e~ployoe or ag~nt of CIA would suffice~: 
We should also ~tate that neither CIA nor anyom acting 
on CIA's beh:ilf w~s ever in cont~ct or communication with 
Os~alJ. Mr. Dulle5 <lid not think it would. be a good idea 
to cit~ CIA procedures for agent as5es5ment and handling 
to show th:it it. would havo been unlikely for Oswald to havo 
boen chosen a~ a CIA azont to enter Russia. Thero ara always 
e~ceptions to every rule and this =ight ba misunder,tood by 
Dterabers of the Com1Ab:sion with li tth background in activity· 
of this sort. I agreed with hia that a carefully phrased 
<lenial of the charge~ of involve~ent with 05~ald see~ed 
most appropriate. 

- cs·~in~ / 
Doeumeot N,mbor l:.J':, 7 -s 3 \ / I for FOIi' n~vi~ Q-i JUN 1975 
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3. Th.> next question concerned the possibility of 
Oswald's having bc3n a Sovi~t agent. Mr. Dulles suggest~d 
that the Co~~lssion 1 s question on this ~attar be phrasoJ 
soi:iewhat a::J follo~s; "In the knowlo<lgi, or judgment of CIA 
was Leo llanoy Q3walJ an agent of .tho Soviet intolligenco 
5arviceis or thi., intalligenco senrice!S · of other CO.:lllluni:!t 
stato3 at nny ti~o prior to 22 Noveabar 1963, or was O:swald 
solicited by these intelligcnc5 s~rricos to become such an 
agent:?" Afteir con3idaring this questioQ, it beca::io appar~nt 
tha.t th;;, problelll of maxing a ujudg!llent" as to -wh9ther O:swald 
~i~ht have become an ag~nt of a co~~unist powar ~~s subject 
to tha sa~e difficulti~s we would b..av~ encount~red if we. 
had tried to an3~er tho allegation of CIA affili~t~d by 
citing CL\'5 own procodure5. If CIAa in re~ponding to.th~ 
,.judg.;ient." portion o.E thtt que5tion, wore, t:o say th."&t ia · .. 
light of !i-C5 kno'ldledge of Soviet Blo-c: procadu:re:s it lit.ls :: · · 
unli~ely ,that· Oswald would have bacOlfte thoir agsnt, ~ ..:'._:··:. 
··would haY~ to aeu11it tb4t e.:tcep"tions aro al'liay5 po~sible.· . 
·i,ir .. Dulla:s and I felt that it would be better to avoid this. 
:+nd confina our ro:spon.so to a pn,cise stat~~nt of fact • . 
This state~ent, in Mr. Dullss• view, could noto that CIA 
poss-essed no kno~ladge either gained independently or· frOflr. 
its stuuy of tha materials suppliad by tho COJ;1~ission 
t,.,nding to !lhow that Lee Harvoy Qgwald --was an agent of 
~he Soviet intolligenc~ services, or tho services of any 
pther Coro~uni~t country, or·for that ~~tter of any other .. · 

1ountry. ' 
. l 

4. ·toth que~tions were discu3sed individually but · 
later Mr. ,·Dulle~ sug3e.3ted that becaus3 they wen, inter
connected it would be better if the Commission posed the~ 
in on6 letter to CIA. I agreed that this ~ight b~ simplor. 

S. After covering·thesn questions of dir~ct interes~ 
to CIA, Nr. Dulle5 iaentioned other issues which concer:nad 
the Com:nission. Be rem:1rked that 1:1e.rnber!l of the Com.aissioa 
could not under~tand why CIA had not begun an investigatio~ 
of Oswald as soon as it received ~ord that ha had defected. 
I noted that thi~ que.3tion had bean discussed with Mr. 
Rankin and his staff and thero s~emed to ba considerable 

~l}e1:.5.t;indJng of the practical circu::istances which made it 
i!llpossible for CIA to tmdartake such investigation inside 

. . . •: 

j . 

. .. 
•. 

the, USSR. I expro!!!!ed the hope that it would not bo necess.iry 
for LIA to placo matters of this sort i~ the public ~ocord. . 
~r. Dulles agroed. 
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6. r~r. Dulles then :isked if it 1iere nor.:ial for 
tlrn Soviot Govern:.ient to permit a Soviet wo~an to m:irry 
a foroigner and then allow her to leava with her husband 
shortly aftor tho marriage. This question perturbed the 
Commis~ion an<l th~y would llke to hava an answer. I said 
that whereas tha rcsponsa could hnve SOlll$ bearing on wheth~r 
Os\&ald ~as an ag~nt, the problo~ seemed to li~ mor3 in the 
con~ular fiold and I suggested that the best way to obtain 
an opinion on \th;it constitutod .,nomal practic~" in m.arriago
case~ io the USSR would b~ to question tha Dopart:nant of 
Stateb Nr. Dulle~ agreed ~ith this. 

1.. Mr. Dulla3 axpr~s~sd his ~ppreciation for th~ 
a33i3t:inc.;, accorddd hlill ~nd said that he would discu53 the 
fr~i11g of th• qw,st.io.n.s for CIA with Mr. Ranxin o~ Monday:> 
13 April. At t.hi3 point I did off~r a p~r~onal opinion in 
rcgarq to the way in which CIA should re3pond. Noting that 
to3tu:iony on que3tions such a, the,e would bo difficult to 

I 
ins~~1 in thu public rocord, I ~ug%esta<l that it would be 
b~~-i: tl-~ th:, CIA ro3pmt!ltl wen,. in w:itt~n for:::1. Howev?ir, 
much /'i'1. l1 d.ep.tnd on the for.n 1n which the equastions .ne · 
event~~lly put to u~ and I i~agins that a fin~l decision 
can b~ aad~ at th~t timo. 

i8. At no t~o during thesa discussions did Mr .. Dulles l 
make any inquiri~~ about Nosenko and I volllilt~ered no infor
m~tion on this ~coro. · · · 

/ . . . . . 

I. 
' . 
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l. On Friday, 6 }!arch, ln response to a question fronl 
\ Paul Dillon stated that the questions fori · re 
Liu~ Os wald ca~;e "would not be asked". j stated that the 
Fl\T. was covering the whole Oswald case, spending a good deal 
o[ tirue on it. / c· ~-----

2. On Monday, 9 March, I saw/ briefly on this matter 
and protested the decision not to 'ask our questions. He reiterated 
tli :1t it Jia<l been decided "that the FBI should handle tlie matter and 
our questions would not be asked". He thought, however, t:hat they 
would be cove red event.ually. I in.dicated that I had no confidence 
in the Fll1'c. :1bility to cover the Soviet phase. I indicated that it 
would not be possible to complete our job on _the Oswald case if we 
could not get the pertinent infonnation. Later that same day I 
~: e r.tioned '.111 this to/ He agreed to raise question ane,J 
with/ 

: ···.· 
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,.r.ff1 .,o , ,f / vl.A ·~•1uo,:ts/,1J.1oula 
Cantrul lntd.1,4;unoo 14."tlil.Cy 
lil.rwhi,~"'ton, .u.c. 
J.JolU' :..ir, 

11/9/79 

C It 7S-l'ft./ K 
£ ,(}./1817" 17 

fou li:,V't) not oow,.l 011 1ey- ~p;ie.Ll for a Wtdv.r o! ol l&l'iZo&• I hAve ;~ proof 

tlu:.t nzy ,1ork urni interact 41'0 gubllo ruth·-r than for por:,soil&l piA. The oourta ilad 
t lM:i .11upa~ufl L of J WJtioa ii.a WI i,o found liU, l tho .IJepartmoat rMMS Waived teea and 

rofwitl,Hl 11lwt l had tl!U<l. ;Jou I h.uvu ro,u.d that A oour'.; hao hGld that uudor thoae 

ooud.i tiou tla: ~U llLio r.JM,Y t\Ot 410.ieo:i char1~a. I therofore write to r.6.nd you ~ 

t.ln.o .ulll other a.1,\:oe!Al.a on whioh you ru .. ve not 111-,:te<L, OOIOO NlatinB to ftqU.t;a 

now wioat oii.;ht y&w.·u ol d. 

lf ~ou roquire i.101'0 i :.fo1'1l1Ut.i..on t.bnt l have, llI'OVldod. pl.oaae Mak f or it. . 
I would l.1.K., , to know Yhen YoU oxpoot to aot on the ,;e quite old ap1-.a.ls. 

.r u.loo would lik.o t o l:nov ubun to a:irpeot th1t bMlU'\00 of thl Jn. 11111sa11«W1aU-

11W.t~duJ.. 

lu 1:1:.u-ticu.l.ur l woul,l Woo t o kiur.i wheal to expect t l~ lfooem;o ~oI'XlllltioD YQ"'1" 

a:l't'i,lnvi ta i n orw ofx. n1y onBN claim wa11 doolaaa.lri.ed for -.tlio'-~ Solect COllll4"9e 

, I . 



CENTRAL I NTELLI GEN CE AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505 

C Ii 1S-l'-f 'I g· 

£~#1817 I 1 

Mr . llarolcl Weisberg 
Route 12 
Frederick, MD 21701 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

This respond s to your letter of 21 July. 

Enclosed you will find the list of numbers given 
requests, with the shorthand descriptions used by us. 
that 1ve have, indeed, included the name Yuri Nosenko, 
under F-76-143. 

S AUG 1976 

to your 
Note 

currently 

In regard to your request for an organizational chart 
of thi s J\gcncy, we quote in part from the CIA Act of 1949, 
Se ction 6: 

" .. . the Agency shall be exempted from the provisions 
of section 654 of Title 5, and the provisions of any other 
law which require the publication or disclosure of the 
organization, functions, names, official titles, salaries, 
or numbers of personnel employed by the Agency .... " 

As you can see from this language, a formal request from 
you would have to be denied under (b)(3) of the Freedom of 
Information Act as being specifically exempted by statute. 

Request number F-75-6669 is broadly comprehensive on the 
l(cnnedy assassination and the investigation thereof, and ob 
viou s ly overlaps and duplicates some of your more specific 
requests. You have described a "new request" which duplicates 
in part what has recently been requested by Mark Allen. How 
ever, any documents resp onsive to this "new request" are already 
covered by the broad and comprehensiv~ wording of your request 
under F-75-6669 and are part of the re-revie~ currently in 
proces s and of which you are aware. Ther~fore, we have not 
assigned a new number to this request but shall continue to 
treat it under F- 75 - 6669 . 

··-- --- -- ··-· ···-·---------------------------~--------~ 

----- --------·---- __ ._,. 
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You agai n refer to the "the Borsages reques t . " If you 
mean Borosage, we do not have a request from him on the 
Kennctly assassination topic. We reiterate our belief that 
you were pos s ibly confusing the name Borsage with Belin who 
did make a similar request and who did receive exactly the 
s u111c docu111u11L s reluu s utl to you, nothing more. 

Regar ding the name Hugh McDonald , first raised in your 
letter of 2 March 1976, we were given insufficient biographi 
cal information with which to mike any positive identification. 
In light of your language, "If you can confirm or deny that 
McDonald was ever an Agency employee of any kind .... So, if 
there is any information you can let me have I would appreciate 
it. I will not contest a negative decision .... ", we did not 
record this as a formal request warranting a separate number. 
However, you should understand that undei the same provision 
of the CIA Act of 1949 quoted above, we would have to provide 
a formal tlenial under FOIA (b)(3) of any document responsive 
to such a request. 

Finally, although not raised ~y your letter of 21 July, 
we must advise you that certain of the documents found re
sponsive to your F-76 - 382 on Martin Luther King, Jr., have 
necessarily been referred to another component for review. 
We shall not be able to get our response to you on this re
quest by the end of this month as earlier projected, but shall 
do our be s t to expedite it when the materials reach our hands. 

F. Wilson 
Privacy Coordinator 

Enclosure 

~--· · -~-- .... -l-·,- • .....----.--- - --··---
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Requests of Harold Weisberg 

F-75 - 004 Personal (subsumed under F- 75 - 4927) 

F- 75 - 4765 Yuri Nosenko, etc. (subsumed under F-76-143) 

F-7 5~4927 Personal 
i 

F-75-~669 Kennedy assassination 
I 

J F-75-6838 Materials given to FDR 
? 

·j 
I 
i 
! 
I 

F-76-105 

F- 76-143 

F-76-149 

F-76 -i2 19 

F- 76-382 

F-76 -4 05 

F-76-437 

F-76-438 

Heine affidavits 

Yuri Nosenko, etc. 

Olson papers 

Rocca source material 

Martin Luther King, Jr. 

1967 CIA review of Kennedy assassination info 

CIA's use of Rocca 

Behavior modification 

........... .... . ~ .. ~~ .~-,... ' 
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FROM LEGAT MEXICO CITY NO. 114 

BUF l lE 105-82555 0 
LEE HARVEY OSWALD, IS - R. 

f REMYCAB DECEMBER 6 LAST. 

. ; ... . 
• 1 :- :.: ... -~ ~ ":• 

' . 
. . . . . -.. : - . ' 

SOURCE IN MEX IC AN IMM IGRATION ADVISED THIS MORNING 
·. ·-. ... . 

GILBERTO ALVAR~DO UGARTE BEING DEPORTED TOMORROW MORNING, I • ' • • •.r't' .~• • • 

1 . 

OECEMBfR 8, TO ~ ICARAGUA . 
· CIA HERE IA DVISED BY US OF ABOVE INFO. 

CLARK O. ANDERSON 

RECEIVED: 6:06 PM NCC 

CC-MR ROSEN ·-
.... . ·. 

5 3 DEC 111963JU1 
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