UNLITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

HAROLD WEISBERG,
Plaintiff,
V. ’ 5 Civil Action No. 75-1448

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION,

Defendant.

AFFIDAVIT
My name is Harold Weisberg. 1 am the plaintiff in this case. I reside
at 7627 Old Receiver Road (Route 12), Frederick, Maryland.

1. In my affidavit of December 22, 1979, which begins with a statement of

my qualifications, I state that the November 26, 1979, affidavit of Robert E. Owen

of the CIA is untruthful, deceptive and misleading and is intended to deceive and

mislead the Court.

25 Aftef my December 22, 1979 (previous), affidavit was filed, I learned
that I Had seéiously understated the degree of deliberateness of Owen's, the
Central Intelljigence Agency's (CIA) and National Archives' untruthfulness and
deceptiveness. I also leprned that Owen has boilerplated his misrepresentations

and filed a close variant in anotherfiawsuit, Mark A. Allen v. CIA, C.A. 78-1743

(the Allen case).

3. Late on the afternoon of January 17, 1986,II located misffled records
of my appeal from National Archives withholding of other Warren Commission records.
They were withheld at the behest of the CIA. In that case, when I was at the
point where I could have filed suit, the CIA agreed to substantive disclosures.

In that matter, in 1976, the CIA and the National Archives disclosed information
identical with what they had withheld and continued to withhold in this instant
cause, identical with information Owen and others in the CIA swore had to be

w ithheld until it was disclosed at thefoment the Government's brief was due at

the appeals court, Authority for that disclosure is the same Charles A. Briggs .

who swore exactly the opposite in this case. (He was Owen's predecessor.) [




4. In the Allen case, after remand by the appeals court, the CIA again
withheld until the last minute, when it again provided an Owen affidavit and an
excised copy of the record sought, CIA Document 509-803.

5. I have and have read this Owen affidavit of January 11, 1980, and
Document 509-803. 1In this affidavit, although Owen is more careful in his deceptive
and misleading phrasing, he still represents falsely that the Allen disclo;ure
also is attributable to CIA disclosure to the Congress.

6. The CIA had withheld this l4-page record in toto. The major part of
it that it has now released was entirely within the public domain years before
Allen filed suit. It was not in the public domain because of any disclosures to
or by any Congressional committee. This information was readily available at the
Archives and was disclosed in even greater detail by the FBI in its release of
about 80,000 pages of Headquarters records relating to its investigation of the
assassination of President Kemnedy. T obtained copies of these records by C.A.
77-2155. Also before Allen filed suit, I obtained other pertinent FBI records
from its Dallas and New Orleans field offices in C.A. 78-0322 and C.A. 78=0420.

In addition, some of what the CIA still withholds under "national security" claim
is and long has been within the public domain. Exhibits illustrating all these
statements are attached to following Paragraphs. The essence was disclosed by
the CIA itself in 1975 and 19?6: _

7. If none of this were true, the CIQ refused to disclose to Allen what it
is now clear was reasonably segregable and the CIA did segregate and disclose at
the last minute.

8. Moreover, and indicative of bad faith, what the CIA now discloses to
Allen is within my information requests of the CIA going back to 1975, but the
CIA has not provided this information to me.

9. In this it duplicates its bad faith in this instant cause in still not
having provided to me the Yuri Nosenko and other information I did. request, despite
its several affidavits alleging that this information was declassified for the
House Select Committee on Assassinations whose life ended a year earlier.

10. In both cases the CIA made the traditional false claim with which it

seeks to terrify and intimidate the courts, of a need to protect intelligence
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sources and methods. : ;

11. 1In this instant cause the CIA additionally alleged an urgent need to
kecp secret its use of KGB defectors and anything bearing on what it refers to
as the bona fides of the KGB defector, Yuri Nosenko. Information pertaining to
the CIA's use of defectors and to Nosenko is included in the records I located
on Janury 17. These records were disclosed to me by the defendant in 1976, when
they were released by the CIA.

12. When I appealed, the Archives referred that matter to the CIA, on
January 15, 1976. (Exhibit 1) The CIA did not act until May 28, 1976, when it
released what is itemized in its letter to me. (Exhibit 2) The unreasonable,

unnecessary and unjustifiable nature of CIA classifications and withholdings

under FOIA is illustrated by.-its classification of the list of Archives records -._

N

withheld by direction of the CIA. (Exhibit 3) While on this classified list th& ———

records are identified only by arbitrary numbers, much more information was

readily available at the Archives, which provided it to me, including the claimed
authority for each withholding.

13. 1In Exhibit i\the defendant in this instant cause admitted that 'the
(Warren) Commission's authority to classify is somewhat doubtful." This is hardly
a momentous concession years after a federal court ruled in my C.A. 2052-73 that
there was no such authority. That the two transcripts at issue in this case were

included in the CIA's review the year after I filed this instant lawsuit is

disclosed in Exhibit 4. This Archives letter to me also identifies what my
previous affidavit refers to as the long Commission memorandum on Oswald's foreign
activities.

14. That this suéposedly classified record, withheld for a'decade as
classified, was never properly classified is dieclosed by the copy sent to me,
the first and cover page of whicl/is attached as Exhibit 5. WNo classification or

declassification stamp appears on it. '"APPROVED FOR RELEASE"™ on.April 2, 1976,

does appear.
15. Where page numbers do not appear on the pages from this memorandum
that follow, this is because of the nature of the copies provided to me. My

somewhat angry letter of November 5, 1975 (Exhibit 6), yielded copies even less




suitable for copying so I cafitiot provide full copies of all pertinent pages. Rt

ety

16. 1In Exhibit 5 I also notified the Archives of the probability, since.
confirmed as the reality, that the CIA itself had earlier disclosed to me and to
others what it withheld in the January 21 transcript, the CIA's use of defecibr@
as stated in my previous affidavit. I have bracketed this paragraph on Exhibit
6, my letter of November 5, 1976. TFrom the time the Archives received Exhibit 6,
it was on notice that 'its gnd the CIA's withholding of the January 21 tramscript
was improper. Yet four years later Owen provided a spurious affidavit to this
Court on precisely this point.

17. When I received no response, I added emphasis on November 21, 1976.
(Exhibit 7) In the two paragraphs I have bracketed, I put the Government on
notice that "there is a substantial question of defrauding me and of deceiving
and misrepresenting to the Court' because "The claimed reason for withholding
this transcript from me no longer exists - if it ever did." Disclosure of the
transcript proves I was correct and that, despite my accurate notification of the
Government, it persisted in fraudulent misrepresentation and did deceive and
mislead Fhe Court, against which I had warned it.

18. 1In 1976 the Archives and the CIA disclosed to me exactly what in his
latest of the CIA's ever-shifting misrepresentations to this Court Owen swore had
to be withheld, any reflection of whather or not Nosenko or anything he said was
or was not credited or believed. On the four pages (19-23) of the long Coleman-
Slawson memorandum (Exhibit 8) identified in Exhibits 4 and 5, I have added no
markings. Those that appear are on the originals and are consistent with markings
I have seen on records reviewed for release. Those making the initial review
bracket what they believe should or might be withheld.

19. Relating to Nosenko, the CIA approved 1976 release of '"(and whose
reliability has not yet been ascertained)" and "(Nosenko's teétimony on this point
cannot be taken with absolute assurance. Besides the obvious fact that whether
he is sincere or whether he is a Soviet plant has not yet been determined ...)"
All of this was bracketed and underlined in the copy provided to me. It is
precisely what Owen swore was not released until it was "declassified" in 1978

for the House assassinations committee.




20. That the CIA provided the Commission with "information ... flatly
at variance with'" other information provided by the CIA is underscored in the
records as provided to me. (page 20)

21. The heavy bracketing and underscoring relating to Nosenko (page 23),
"if we can assume that his statements are sincere," also is on the record as
provided to me.

22, The next page, agprovided to me in 1976, is 45. (Exhibit 9) The

double bracketing and underscoring is on the record: '"The CIA has not yet given

us_an evaluation on the reliability of Nosenko, but they indicated that they ought

to be able to give us an evaluation soon. As developed elsewhere in this memo,

the authenticity of Nosenko is of high importance."

23. What the second sentence quoted above makes clear is that, in contriving
questions about Nosenko's 'authenticity," the CIA was really controlling what the
Commission could believe and conclude.

24. As provided to me, the pages preceding and following Exhibit 10 also
have their page numbers eliminated in the Government's xeroxing. This page also
disclosed to me in 1976 what Owen swore in 1979 had to be withheld in the claimed
interest of '"national security," that "Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko, if he is sincere,
would provide a conclusive answer; namely, that what we know is the truth and
not a legend. ‘Unfortunately, the CIA cannot give us quite the assurance of
Nosenko's reliability that we would need to rely solely upon his testimony."

25. In other pages of this memo that were provided to me in 1976 the CIA
disclosed what it withheld from Allen, leading to his, 1978 litigation and Owen's
additional untruthful affidavit of January 11, 1980, in that case. This is
particularly true of what Oswald was doing in Mexico, especially relating to one
the FBI described as a '"Nicaraguan secret agent,' Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte.

26. By August 22, 1964 (Exhibit 11) the CIA had thoroughly frightened
the Commission about Nosenko and using any of the valuable information he provided.
By then - even in internal records - Nosenko was referred to as 'N." The CIA
also bamboozled the Senate Intelligence Committee into doing this in its report,
although Nosenko's name and career were public. Nonetheless, there.was a lingering

Commission staff desire to use Nosenko's information. This memo sets forth how




it all was to be masked to the CIA's satisfaction. Yet precisely what Owen
swears had to be withheld in the January 21 transcript is disclosed. It was
disclosed to me, by the CIA, in 1976, that it used KGB defectors. (What Nosenko

said "will be used but attributed to the CIA and its 'stable' of Soviet defectors.')

The proposed language of this part of the Report, again disclosed to me by the

CIA in 1976, makes the same disclosure Owen swears was secret. It reads, "The

CIA has made an especially valuable contribution by supplying the Commission with

information originating with defectors from the Soviet intelligence services..."

(Emphasis added)
27. There are thinly masked references to Nosenko on page 2, paragraphs
2 and last. The KGB would have had no difficulty in perceiving what Owen swore
in 1979 had to be withheld so that the KGB could not know it. Similarly, there is

other masked but readily perceived reference to Nosenko on page 3, at the top.

And at the bottom, the CIA disclosed to me in 1976, contrary to Owen's 1979
affirmation, that Soviet defectors, in the élural, were working for it. "Still
working with Soviet intelligence when Oswald was in Russia" pointed at Nosenko.

28. Although this record was originally classified ""TOP SECRET," no authorityi
isg;oted and none was possessed by the Commission. Then, after my request,.it was :
do&ngraded to merely "confidential." This was by 012208 at the CIA, on May 21,
1976. After my appeal, when it was ultimately declassified, it became apparent
that it held no secrets from the KGB, that in the 14 years of withholding,
infotmation had been withheld from the American people only.

29. The Commission's March 6, 1964, letter to the CIA (Exhibit 12) informed
it that the FBI had provided reports on its interviews with Nosenko and asked for
a Nosenko conference with the CIA. This document also was withheld 14 years, until
it was ruled "unclassified" by the CIA's 058375, also on May 21, 1976. However,
both the FBI's Nosenko reports and the Commission memo on its conference with
the CIA, used in my prior affidavits, were disclosed to me by the Archives a
year earlier. Here again withholding was not necessary, but for more than a decade
important information was withheld from the American people, not the KGB. It knew
that Nosenko had defected, had talked and what he could have said.- It also cb&ld;m,ﬂg

have obtained the FBI's Nosenko reports from the Archives, as I did a year




earlier, in May 1975.

30. Nosenko's accurate report, that Oswald was so lousy a shot his friends
had to provide his game when they went hunting together, was separately confirmed
by Oswald's wife and his brother in other records that were never classified, yet
the CIA's 058375 did not disclose the Commission staff Nosenko version until May

(Exhibit 13) .
21, 1976,/again a year after the FBI version was made available to me by the
Archives. This is inconsistent with Oswald as the William Tell of expert riflemen,
the official explanation of the assassination, but it was known to the KGB prior
to the assassination. Once again, for more than a decade, it was withheld not
from the KGB but from the American people.

31. A Commission staff meﬁo of March 12, 1964, also was disclosed to me
after the CIA approved its disclosure on May 21, 1976. The subject is Owen's
no-no, '"Checking Nosenko's Reliability."

32. FEach of the four pages of the july 15, 1964, Commission memo on the
undisguised (if unnamed) Nosenko also holds exactly what Owen swore had to be
withheld from me, yet it was disclosed by the CIA and its 058375, again on May
21{31976. (Exhibit 14) By July 1964 the CIA had conned the Commission into

childish ellipsis in its internal papers relating to Nosenko. But the data

"provided about 'the 'confidential Soviet Union source, the reliability of which

has not been established,'' (page 1) informs the KGB. That reference was and could

have been to Nosenko and only to Nosenko.

33. This page also demolishes the CIA's pretended reason for allegedly

suspecting Nosenko, his statement that the KGB never formally interviewed Oswald.: -

The memo here and elsewhere states that the Intourist guide assigned to Oswald Qa
KGB. It also states that the KGB dséd others who met Oswald. This obviated any
need to show its hand or waste time with an overt formal interview.

34. The information on page 3, paragraph numbered 4, attributed to "a
Soviet Union source the reliability of which has not been ascertained" could have
come only from Nosenko. Paragraph 5 eliminates any other source. ("The same
Soviet Union source previously mentioned...") This also is true of paragraph 7,
especially in the continuation of page 4 and its reference to the KGB suspicion

that Oswald was an American sleeper agent-in-place or ''dormant.'" A CIA ad placed




in Pravda could not have told the KGB more specifically that Nosenko was the
source whose credibility had not been established. This also is what Owen swore
was and had to be kept secret.

35. Next to the last of the records disclosed to me in 1976 by the
defendant in this case and establishing the falsity of the CIA's 1979 representa-
tions is the March 6, 1964, Hoover to Commission letter. (Exhibit 15) It; too,

was released by the CIA on May 21, 1976. The underscoring in ...Nosenko, whose

reliability has not yet been established," is on the record as provided to me.

36. Last of this series of records the CIA disclosed to me in 1976, still
another 1976 disproof of its 1979 affirmations, is the February 28, 1964, Hoover
to Commission letter and its one-page attachment. (Exhibit 16) After reinter—

viewing Nosenko, the FBI arranged for him to agree to testify before the

Commission, which the CIA aborted. '...attempt to determine the accuracy of his

statements'" is underlined in the copy provided to me. That the deletion of what

Owen swore had to be withheld was considered and rejected prior to disclosure is

reflected by '"Delete?" in the margin opposite this underscored statement.

i
"Delpte?" also appears opposite the underscored "...Nosenko, Soviet defector,
'R \ T
who§§ credibility has not yet been established." The 1976 decision to disclose

what in 1979 Owen swears had to be withheld in this litigation was not accidental.
Whether or not to delete what was not deleted was considered, despite Owen's

affidavit to the contrary.

37. It is a remarkable upsetting of the law of averages that each and

every one of the records the CTIA disclosed in response to my 1976 appeél to the

defendant gives the lie to the Owen affidavit. It does this with records of

which the CIA has copies that should have surfaced in any search prior to Owen's

preparation of his November 26, 1979, affidavit.

38. While even Owen's dirty-works department of the CIA cannot be expected
to exceed a perfect record for misleading, deceiving, misrepresenting and untruth
as gset forth in the preceding paragraphs and in my previous affidavit, his
January 11, 1980, affidavit in the Allen case demonstrates that he and it Femain
determined to practice their sinister arts on the courts, the Act and requesters

of information under the Act.




39. 1In the Allen case the information sought is a simple record identified
as CIA Document 509=803. It also was withheld by Charles A. Briggs, Owen's
FOIA

predecessor, on June 1976/review and again in the Fensterwald case, on April 14,

1977. e

40. In his January 11 affidavit, Owen states (page 2) that in review for .-

the Allen litigation (no time is specified and the document was denied p;ior to
and during that 1979 litigation) "it became clear that a number of substantively
related, official disclosures had been made in recent years. Several congressional
investigations ... The most recent and the most comprehensive ... by the Select
Committee on Assassinations' of the House.

41. Here Owen avoids saying that the records had to be disclosed because

of disclosure to and by that or any other committee, as he did in this instant

cause. I addressed that in my previous affidavit. -Inatead, he phrases his
afgidavit to have this believed without stating it explicitly, thus avoiding an
ové;t lie.

: 42. He does state untruth in this same paragraph (page 3), that 'new
disclosure of CIA records ... decreased the volume of materials still withheld
frgm release.'! I state categorically that although my requests, by the CIA's
ové.interpret§tions, go back to 1975 and include all records pertaining to the
assassination;of the President, the CIA has not, during the period in question,
provided me with a single such record. Not those relating to Nosenko, which is
relevant in this instant cause, and not Document 509-803. Allen did not file
suit until aféer the life of the House Select Committee ended. Some records may
not have been withheld from Congressional committees, but they remain withheld
from citizens of interest, including subject experts and scholars.’

43, It is a combination of these and similar factors and the passage of
time to which Owen attributes his personal 'determination" that "portiond'of the
document Allen requested 'may now be released, but that some portions must
continue to be withheld." 1In all aspects this also is false, as I specify in
detail below in amplification of the opening Paragraphs of this affidavit,

44. His first reason for continued withholding (Paragraph 4.a.) is

"because it is currently and properly classified pursuant to Executive Order




12065." Even for the CIA, which writes law and regulation to suit its immediate
conveniences and defends this with verbal smoke with which few requeeég.and courts
can grapple, this is a far-out description of the record. It is attached as
Exhibit 17. It bears neither classification nor declassification indication or
authority, which the E.O. does require.

45. Owen does not state who classified or who declassified this pérticular
record. He whistles-his way past that churchyard by stating that he has "authority
to originally classify official documents up through Top Secret." His allegation
that his review shows this record to be "currently and properly classified"

amounts to certification that the public domain is properly classified. Specifics

appear below.
46. His second reason (page 4.b.) is because some information "is related
solely to internal practices'" and exempt under (b)(2). He alleges that only

"internal filing instructions' are withheld under this claim. Even if that is true,

it does not relate "solely to internmal practices' but is of considerable importance

to those using the records. It is particularly important to those requesters who

have to wend their ways through the verbal mazes constructed by the CIA to avoid
)

search for anq disclosure of relevant records. Yet he contradicts this on page 5

at ?.F., where he states that '"Classification and information control markings"
were 'deleted in the process of produ¢ing a declassified version ... for release...
No FOIA exemptions claimed." Examination of Exhibit 17 discloses that it is not
a new version that he produced. It is an excised copy of a copy of the original.
Therefore, withholdings are required to be within an ermption of the Act. More-
over, my FOIA experience holds instances of multitudinous unjustified claims to
(b)(2) and many instances of my locating withheld records when I obtained the
allegedly (b)(2) information.

47. His third reason (page &4.c.) is that the withheld information '"reveals
facts about intelligence sources and methods which the Direclor of Central Intel-
ligence is responsible for protecting against unauthorized disclosure," requiring
(b)(3) claim. This states that such information is not known, else it could not

be "revealed" by its disclosure to Allen and me. This also is false, as I

illustrate below.
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48. His fourth reason (page 4.d.), also at least in part false, is that
the withheld "information reveals facts about CIA organization, functions, names,
official titles ..." Again the (b)(3) claim and again no claim that any of this
is not within the public domain. A common public domain source of such information
is the published hearings of Congress. Another is what has been disclosed
relating to the assassination, by the CIA itself and by other agencies. étill
another is what its létters to me conveyed. In fact, Owen withholds what was
front-page news from coast-to-coast under this claim.

49, Owen uses letters to represent the exemptions claimed, a CIA
contrivance for avoiding the recognized practice of writing the exemption claimed
at the point of withholding, as the FBI and Department of Justice do, for example.
(His Paragraph 6, A-F.)

50. This also is a means by which he avoids claiming that none of what is
withheld is reasonably segregable. The most obvious reason for this is that,
with access to the reasonably segregable, there is a good possibility that subject
equ?ts would be able to prove the information is not properly withheld, and the

§
CIA has much to hide, as also follows below.

51. Ne%ther in any way nor at any point does Owen claim that anything
withheld is no@ within the public domain. All now disclosed was within the public
domain when itgwas withheld. 1Illustrations of this also follow.

52. 1In Paragraph 8 Owen claims that some of what is withheld under (b)(2)
""is unlikely to have any meaning to individuals not directly and currently
involved in the administrative handling of the documents." It is not the right
or function of the CIA to decide for me or others what can have meaniﬁg to us.

An example is a withholding from the record as disclosed, the CIA's misidentifi-
cation of Oswald as "Henry.'" This is the kind of information Owen claims a (b)(2)
need to withhold. It is a "filing designation" and it relates to "the administra-
tive handling of the document.'" Merely knowing what nonsecret parts of the CIA
were involved in this self-serving and misleading - in fact, untruthful - record
is a matter that is not '"solely'" of interest to the CIA. It is of great interest

to me and I am confident to Allen and to the country.
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53. Paragraph 10 makes a claim of need to withhold information indicating

" Once again, and related to

foreign "intelligence organization affiliations...
the information that is not withheld in this record as well as what is withheld,
such information is public domain and has been for years, particularly with

regard to the subject of that portion of the record, Gilberto Alvarado Ugarte,

and those who investigated him in Mexico.

54. Another typical CIA effort to frighten the courts follows with Owen's
invalid generality that?%oes not specifically attribute to this matter, '"Such
knowledge comes almost exclusively from counterintelligence operations'" which must
be protected. This is false in this specific case, as is illustrated below.

55. The spookery slipped up in Paragraph 11, limiting it to a single
intelligence method, after the usual intended-to-frighten generalities that again
are not related to what is in question or at issue: 'The deleted remarks tended
to characterize certain factual data in a way in which the nature of the method
used to collect the information is made obvious.'" I lead the Court around this
Robin's barn by stating that the circumlocution is designed to befuddle the Court
and Allen and in plain English what Owen is talking about is within the public
domain. The method is not secret, is within the public domain quite extensively,
and is elec¥fronic surveillance of the Russan and Cuban embassies in Mexico City.
Were this not true, it is hardly secret or unique that the CIA engages in such
methods, as do all intelligénce agencies. It is anything but secret that the
CIA illegally provided such equipment to E. Howard Hunt of Watergate infamy. ‘Tﬂé_"”“ﬁ
CIA is not known to have objected to Hunt's writiﬁg about his part in the CIA's
planting of electronic devices in Mexico City.

56; If one takes the time to check Owen's citation, as I did,with what he
incorporates by reference (Paragraph 3, page 2), there is no doubt that he refers
to but a single so-called "intelligence method." The justification for withholding
in Fenste d, attached to his January 9, 1979, affidavit in the Allen case, is
quite specific after Document Number 509-803. It refers to but a single method,

"a sensitive foreign intelligence operational method." (Emphasis added)
57. This particular disclosure he alleges (January 9, 1979;.affidavit,

page 3, paragraph 3) '"could reasonably be expected to cause serious damage to the

12




" This more than

national security in terms of disrupting foreign relations...
three years after that one of its many publications which received widest, page-

one attention and three years after the public attention added to it by the then

just-beginning House assassinations committee.

58. Examination of the excised Document 509-803, from which Owen excised
even this number, although it is in the justification (he does not state whether
this is one of his (b)(2) claims or one of his withheld-without-any-claim-to-any-
exemption withholdings), discloses that the prerequisite for a CIA affidavit is
either an affiant who knows nothing at all about what he swears to, is willing to
swear to what is not true, or both.

59. All textual excisions on the first three pages are attributed to the
letter "B" for their withholding. This is alleged to be what could '"compromise

an intelligence method." However, none of the paragraphs on these three
pages is included in his explanation and justification in his January 11, 1980, -

affidavit, Paragraph 6, page 5. T
60. The first of these, repeated several times, appears to be the weli—

known fact that the CIA station in Mexico is located in Mexico City: "... the

CI@ st;tion in Mexico (obliterated) received the following information from a

reiiable source.'" If the location of this CIA station were not already and quite

extensively known, it was published in the past five years by a number of
Congressional committees, by CIA employees, and is in hundreds of records

disclosed by the FBI. There is no legitim;te need of or legitimate justification
for this withholding. However, I do note that in affidavits from this same CIA
stable of affiants in my C.A. 77-1997, it was sworn that officially disclosing

even the fact of the existence of a CIA station in any country could do irreparable
har& to the 'nmational security." This is but the first of a number of such
disclosures in this record.

61. The next excision, also attributed to "B," says tha? "An American
citizen named Lee OSWALD had contacted the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City on
Tuesday, 1 October 1963. He had spoken (obliterated) to the Soviet Embassy guard,
Ivan Ivanovich OBYEDKOV, to whom he said he had visited the Embassy two days

on Letoser !
earlier ..." This does not say that Oswald visited the embassy. He "contacted"
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it, how being obliterated. If words like "by telephone' are inserted at the point
of obliteration, the sentencé makes sense: 'He had spoken by telephone to the
Soviet Embassy guard," which is precisely what happened.

62. Because much of the withholding relates to this, I provide more .
extensive documentation. First of all, this electronic interception was well-
known for years. I have known for close to ten years and not much less tﬁan that
long ago a friend of mine published this story. It was syndicated from coast-to-
coast. To the best of my knowledge, it was never denied. Later and more sensa-
tional use was by the Washington Post, on November 26, 1976, also syndicated.

I attach the Post's and Los Angeles Times' printing of this story as Exhibit 18.
(There was even more spectacular treatment in other places, like Chicago. The

New York Times story actually quotes from the content of this record that remained
withheld by the CIA for more than three additional years.)

63. It is stated that the CIA had both embassy phones tapped and this
"with the full cooperation of the Mexican government."

} 64. On? of the names for which Owen makes (b)(3) claim is that of "thé
late Winston M, 'Scott." Others are also in the public domain:

65. Thé; news account also includes some of the information withheld in
the Allen case?for more than three more years.

66. Th? Post did not have the full ‘story and it is not the CIA alone that

]
withheld from the Warren Commission, which is what the Post reported. The FBI and

the Secret Service also did. It is probablé that at least Navy Intelligence also
did for, despiFe the excisions in Exhibit 19, bofh the tape recording of this
interception and CIA photographs allegedly but not of Oswald were flown to Dallas
in the Naval Attache's plane, in the possession of then Legal Attache FBI Special
Agent (later Congressman) Eldon Rudd. Dallas FBI agent and '"red" specialist
Wallace Heitman met the plane and rushed Rudd, with his precious cargo, to the
FBI's Dallas offiée. There FBI agents familiar with Oswald's voice and face
examined the CIA's tape and photograpbs.

67. Early in the morning of November 23, 1964, a three-page teletyPe was

dispatched to Washington Headquarters from the Dallas FBI field office. Rudd also

prepared a memorandum. In response, FBIHQ demanded and received a transcript of
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the tape. (I hawe these records and with more time can provide copies.) FBI
Director Hoover immediately informed Secret Service Director James J. Rowley,
sending his memo of the same day by courier. (Pages 4 and 5 attached as Exhibit
20.) Hoover stated that his agents who looked at the pictures and "listened to
a recording of his voice ... are of the opinion that the above-referred-to
individual was not Lee Harvey Oswald."

68. Neither -the FBI nor the CIA has responded to my requests for this and
related information. My Appeals remain ignored after years. When the FBI was
processing other records, which I received in early 1978, it classified as TOP
SECRET relevant records that had not been classified for a decade and a half.

My request of the CIA for all "records of any kind of surveillance conducted on
Lee Harvey Oswald in Mexico City or elsewhere" was treated by the CIA as part of

a 1975 request with which it has yet to comply. (Its letter to me of August 23,
1976, attached as Exhibit 21.) The final paragraph, which reports that the CIA
sent me an organizational chart, rebuts the Owen affirmation that it is required '
to withhold all organizational ihformation under (b)(3).

69. On page 2 of Document 509-803 is one of the severgl points at which
itgis ;elf-serving. This raises new questions about the legitimacy of the with-

holdings, espegially when all that can be‘made out are unjustified and the

disclosed por;ions were always reasonably segregable and in the public domain.

It states that "A file check in Washington ... revealed the possibility of an
identity between the Lee OSWALD who had spoken to OBYEDKOV, and ... Lee Harvey
OSWALD." This "explanation" is made necessary because of what the record with-

holds, that initially the CIA gave Oswald's name as "Henry.'" This is reflected
in the CIA's "Personality Profile" and in many other disclosed records. (See
Paragraph 71 below and Exhibit 23.)

70. There follows, beginning on page 2, a series of references to various
CIA records, the first dated October 10, 1973. That there is no justification
for ever withholding any paraphrase of them is established by the fact that at
least some were disclosed by the CIA, to me and to others, years ago. Be?ause
there is no organization or structure to the CIA's releases, I cannot be certain

and cannot make a complete check. However, I believe that all the records cited
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and some only referred to with indefiniteness have been disclosed by the CIA. A
spot check of my files disclosed three, whose dates are given in Exhibit 17,
including this first one, of October 10, 1963. I attach these three as Exhibit
22.
71. A footnote to this paragraph refers to a single file on Oswald, "The

CIA file on Oswald was opened on 9 December 1960 ...'" (Emphasis added) This
deceived and mislead.those inside and any outside the CIA who saw this record
because there was more than a single file on Oswald. For example, there was also
a 201 or "Personality Profile" file.. The copy disclosed to me in about 1976 is
unclear and incomplete so with it, as Exhibit 23, I include the clearer copy
provided to the House assassinations committee and five other ‘relevant pages

from the testimony of former CIA pirector Richard Helms. The fact that 37 docu-
m ents are allegedly missing from the Oswald 201 file left the CIA unperturbed.
The “Personality Profile" is only one of the CIA records in which it got Oswald's
name wrong. This one was 'corrected" for the House committee.

72. After extensive withholdings in which nothing segregable is disclosed,

the;e is a section titled "III. Monetary Payments to OSWALD - Investigation of
Allegation." This also is self-serving, less than fully fortgright, in some cases
not accurate, long has been in the public domain, and under (b)(1) and (b)(3)
claim withholds what also long has been in .the public domain, "identification of
an intelligence source." (In fairness to Owen, if not also to his skill in
evasiveness and overwriting to deceive and Eislead, he does not claim that the
alleged source is unknown or in any way secret and none is. However, this did not
discourage claim to exemption, particularly when thelCIA had something to hide in
this caper. It could have launched World War III, from other disclosed CIA
records not included in this summary.) Because the underlying records have been
disclosed, including extensively by the FBI, there is no apmrent need, reason or
justification for making (b)(1) and (b)(3) claim to withhold portions of the
paraphrase. -

73. Nobody in his right mind would have believed Gilberto Alvarado
Ugarte's fabrication and the FBI did not. However, the CIA station press;d to

make it appear credible, as is not indicated in the portions not still withheld.
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74. One of the withholdings.may wéll be what the FBI disclosed, that
Alvarado was a "Nicaraguan secret agent.'

75. Part of the self-serving content is in Paragraph 22, which states what
is not certain, that because Oswald was '"known to have been in New Orleans on both
17 and 19 September," he could not have been in Mexico on the 18th. By plane
that was no trick at all, as anyone reading this record would know. However,
Oswald was also placed in New Orleans on the 18th, the key day in the Alvarado
fabrication. This is reflected in one of the earlier (127/1/63) records in the
FBIHQ "Oswald'" file, attached as Exhibit 24. This teletype begins by stating that
"OSWALD WAS NOT IN MEXICO SEPTEMBER 18TH LAST." It directs discontinuation of
any investigation of this.

76. Following other excisions for which the "intelligence sources'" claim
is made, there is more of this self-serving and covering up of the CIA on page 13.
It states that at a carefully unspecified time, "because of the importance of
resolving the problems'" of Alvarado's instantly obvious fabrication - one of
countless fabrications of similar nature,-all disproven - "CIA personnel continued
the interrogation in close coordination with the FBI.'" Long .before then the matter
was resolved.

77. Two months earlier the Legat, with whom the CIA worked closely in
Me%ico City g"city“ obliterated in record), phoned and told FBIHQ that Alvarado
”cénfessed to the Mexipgn-officials that his statement on Oswald was false."
(Exhibit 25) By then the FBI had cleared it all up and won the praises of thei_:__h
ambassador. As the FBI continued to knock it all down, it reported that Alvarado
probably got the idea for his fabrication from a newspaper story. (Exhibit 26,
page 2) “And a month and a half earlier than the January 31, 1964, date of this
record, the FBI'vehemently denounced CIA Director McCone for deceiving the Warren
Commission with this fabrication. (Exhibit 27)

78. That the Mexican police were involved and immediately broke Alvarado
down, which has been public domain for years and is disclosed in many official
records, may be the figleaf covering the CIA's withholding of its nakedness in
this matter. From the typical CIA lingo of ambiguous generalities-and extensive

overwriting, one cannot be sure but if the Mexican police are "an intelligence
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source"” their involvement, while not mentioned in this record as disclosed, was
public domain.

79. At this point (page 13, paragraph 25) Owen makes two identical claims
to withhold "information (which) could lead to the identificaton and compromise
of an intelligence method used in the collection of intelligence information
abroad." For this he makes both (b)(1) and (b)(3) claim. The last part, "used
in the collection of intelligence information abroad," is superfluous and is
deceptive as applied to a polygraph examination. "A (withheld) polygraph expert,
assisted by an FBI special agent' is the first withholding and "The (withheld)

polygraph expert concluded" what Alvarado had already admitted to the Mexican . .

—

police, "from the results of his tests that ALVARADO had fabricated his story
about OSWALD in toto."

80. 1In these '"national security'" withholdings the CIA classified as a
(b)(1) matter what w;s never classified in the FBI's files, from which I attach
Exhibit 28. On the second page this states of the Mexico City polygrapher and
the Alvarado polygraphing: 'He was given a polygraph examination in Mexico Ez
CIA which showed that he was lying. Our Legat assisted ...”.(Emphasis added)

81. I have not exhausted all the possible exhibits pertaining to the
foregoing paragraphs nor have I fully exploited the baseless claims, false,
misleading and deceptive representations of the Owen affidavit in the Allen case
or its untruths, some encapsulated in typical spook verbiage. I received Document
509-803 at midday on Saturday, January 19, when I was unwell. I had to complete
the draft of this affidavit and make the neces;ary éearches, all on Sunday, the
next day, which I did, because on the following aay I had a medical appointment
out of town. This was followed by a large amount of work in another FOIA case
for which I had to be clear when I returned from the Monday medical appointment.
However, if the Court desires more proofs or more exhibits showing that the CIA
and Owen withheld what is in the public domain and made exaggerated as well as
false claims to such intimidating exemptions as '"national security" and jeopardy
to the nation's necessary intelligence ommations, I can provide them. by hurried
purpose was limited to providing more information showing that the CIA's affidavits

are falsely sworn and are intended to deceive and mislead, in which they succeeded,
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so that the Court might better perceive that this CIA "intelligence method"
against the Act, the courts and requesters is its SOP and so that a question of
sanctions might begin with @ factual and documented base.

82. From my long, extensive, painful and costly experience, these abuses -
of the courts, the Act and requesters will not end as long as those who inflict
the abuses are immune. The longer this immunity continues, the more incentive,
from my extensive experience, there will be for these abuses to continue to be

practiced.

HAROLD WEISBERG ;>

FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND

Before me this <3<t . day of January 1980 Deponent Harold
Weisberg has appeared and signed this affidavit, first having:sworn that
the statements made therein are true.

My commission expires July 1, 1982.

(A ), Yy

. \/4/(,/(0.“/ 46’(.{%—/(13,
NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR/
FREDERICK COUNTY, MARYLAND
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JAN 1451976

Mr. Gene F. Wilson

Information and Privacy Coordinator
Central Intelligence Agency

Room 2E42

Washlngton, D. C. 20505

ear Mr. Wilson:

The National Archives has received a Freedom of Information Act
appeal irom Harold Welsberg for certain documents from the Records
of the Warren Commlgsion which were denied to him. Certain of these
documents are of CIA subject matter interest or origin and they are
being referred to you for a determination concerning their releasability.

Three of these documents were originally classified by the CIA. We
are informing Mr. Weisberg that the decision of whether they may be
released to him is belng referred to the CIA and that he will be informed
directly by the CIA of that determination. These document3 include

the following:

1. Thomas H. Karamessiness, Deputy Director for Plans,
CIA, to Robert H. Bahmer, Archivist oi the United States,
October 2, 1987.

2. Lawrence R. Houston, General Counsel, CIA, to
Jarmes B. Rhoads, Archivist of the United States,
Dacember 22, 1973,

3. Charles E. Savige for Robert Young, Freedom of
Information Coordinator, CIA, to James B, Rhoads,
Archiviat of the United States, May 20, 1975.

Varions documents originally denied to Mr. Weisbery were orizinated
by and clasgiiied by the Warren Commigsion staff. Since the
Comcrmission's authority to classify is somewhat doubtful, contizued
protection of this material on grounds of national security i3 dependent
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on the CIA's written determination that the information contained in the
documents retains a national security sensitivity. It is, therefore,
necessary that the CIA inform ug whether these documents may be
rcleased, released with deletions, or closed entirely. Please specify
both the Freddom of Information Act exemption to disclosure and the
appropriate exemption to declassification of Sec. 5(B) of Executive
Order 11652 which pertains to the information the CIA has determined
must be restricted. These documents include the following:

1. William T. Coleman, Jr., and W. Davis Slawson io
The Commission and J. Lee Rankin, "Oswald's Foreign
Activities: Summary of Evidence Which Might be Said
to Show that There was Foreign Involvement in the
Agsassination of President Kennedy' and attachments,
This material has previously been reviewed by the CIA
- and some material has been released. The re-review
is, therefore, directed only to those portions which
the CIA indicated should not be released at that time.

2. Records relating to Yuri Nosenko.
a. Memorandum of July 23, 1964 (no names given).
b. Memorandum, Slawson to Rankin, Aucust 22, 1984,

Other records relating to Yuri Nosenko are not security classified.
Although it is the responsibility of the National Archives to make the
final determination whether these documents will be released, we
would like the CIA'g opinion whether there are any Freedom of

Information Act exemptions which may be applicable to these documents.

They include the following:

L. J. Lee Rankin to Richard Helms, March 6. 1964,

2. Memorandum of Slawson to Jenner, Liebeler, Ball
and Belin, March 9, 1964,

3. Memorandum of Coleman and Slawson to Stern,
“March 12, 1984,

4. Memorandum of Slawson to Rankin, July 15, 1964.

5. Memorandum of Slawson to Coleman, July 17, 1964.
6. Cover letter of Commission Document #451, J. Edgar
Hoover to J. Lee Rankin, March 6, 1964.

7. Cover letter of Commission Document #434, J. Edgar
Hoover to J. Lee Rankin, February 28, 1964; and first
page of saine document, "Lee Harvey Oswald Internal
Security -R- Cuba, February 28, 1964,
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Coples of the documents under appeal and a copy of Mr. Weisberg's
appeal letter are enclosed. We would appreciate a response to this
inquiry by Jamary 28 to allow us sufficient time to complete our
consultation with the Justice Department's Freedom of Information
committes which is necosgsary if any portion of Mr. Weisberg's
appeal must be denied. Pleage return the enclosed document copies

with your responge.

Sincerely,

'

TR '
\

JAMES E. O'NEILL
Deputy Archivist -
of the United States

Enclosures

ACThomas/lpd 1/15/16

Official File - ND

Reading File - ND

! NDA
NNFL

NDA ' ! .
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Mr. IHarold VWeisberg
Route 12 - 0ld Reservoir Road
I‘'rederick, MD 21701

hHear Mr. Veisberg:

we have been asked by the Deputy Archivist of the Unitc.
States to respond directly to you regarding three documents
from the Records of the Warren Commission previously denied
to you by the*National Archives, subsequently appealed by you.
These documents have been reviewed by CIA officers in light

of their CIA origin with the following determinations made:

a. The letter of 2 October 1967 from Karamessines
to Bahmer has been approved for release in its entirety
and is enclosed herewith.

L. The letter of 22 December 1972 from Houston to
Rhoads was previously released in sanitized form to a
Government Operations subcomnittee of the lHouse of Rep-
presentatives, and is provided herewith in that same
sanitized form. Those portions deleted are covered by
exenptions (b) (1) and (b)(3) of the Freedom of Information
Act as amended.--

c. The letter of 20 May 1975 from CIA's Freedom of
Information Coordinator to the Archivist of the United
States is denied release in its entirety under exemptions
“(b) (1) and (b)(3) of the FOIA.

The applicability of the Frcedon of Information Act sub-
sections cited above is explained as follows:

(b) (1) applies to material which is properly--classi-
fied pursuant to Section 1 of Executive Order 11652, and
is exempt under Section S5(B) of the same Order;

(b) (3) applies to the Director's statutory obliga-

.



tions to protect from disclosure intelligencs sources and
nethods, as well as the organization, functions, names,
official titles, salaries or numnbers of personnel employed
by the Agency, in accord with the National Security Act of
1947 and the CIA Act of 1949, respectively.

. The CTA official making the above decisions to deny in
whole or in part is Hr. Charles A. Briggs, Chief of Services
Staff. Although it is recognized that these documents were
already under appeal in your request to the National Archives,
you retain the option of appeal on these three documents to the
Agency's Information Review Committee. If you should choose
to appeal, your communication with the Committee should be via
the undersipgned. ’

Sincerely,
77 Cere Y. Wilson

Gene F. Wilson
Information and Privacy Coordinator

IEnclosures: (2) oo



a4 75—/9‘5167
e B

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY s 4 \3
WAsHING1ON, D.C. 20505

2 OCT 1967

Dre Robert 1, Bahimer |
Archivist of the United States

National Archives and Records Service
Washington, D, C, 20408

Dear Dr., Bahmer:

We appreciated the opportunity to review the documents fur-
nished by Mr. Marion Johnson to this Agency on 15 August 1967,
Pursuant to your written request of 14 August 1967, we have made
appropriate recommendations on the lists provided by Mr. Johnson.
As you will note, we have no objections to the release of the following
items:

l.ist No. 1 )
1, 4, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 22, 23; 26

0. 2 v —
4, 8, 1, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 24, ‘Sh, 27, 33, 34, 35, 36, 39,
41, 42, 43, 45, 46, 49, 50, 52, 57, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65

The above releases apply only to the exact document(s) listed
and not to related items in the Commission's possession, We also
note that other agencies concerned will be consulted, as appropriate.

Sincerely,

Thomas H, Karamessines
Deputy Director for Plans

Attachments: a/s

CLASSIFICATION CANGELRD
By authority of: Ll [~ £ ? /“/"L"/? el

Nams and ille of per. mi K the
0 N 1

——————
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

National Archives and Records Service
Wadbington, DC 20408

October 8, 1976

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Route 12
Frederick, MD 21701

Dear Mr. Welsberg:
This is in further reply to your letter o_f September 24k, 1976.

A count of the pages in the numbered documents and parts of documents
released by the FBI and cther agencies in the 1975 review, of which
1ists were sent to you in February 1976, has revealed a total of
2,737 pages. Copies of the documents on the 1ist of documents
released in the calendar year 1975, which was also sent to you in
February, have already been furnished to you. Our current charge
for electrostatic copies furnished by correspondence is 15 cents
a page, with a minimum charge of $2.00. Your present deposit
account balance is $332.12, including your remittance of $300.00.
An additional $78.43 will be needed to complete your order for the
2,737 pages. Please send & check or money order made payable to
the National Archives Trust Fund (NNFL) and addressed to the
Cashier, Nationsl Archives (GSA), Weshington, DC 20L08.

Enclosed are copies of our letter of January 15, 1976, to the CIA
and of the unclassified attachments to Mr. Wilson's letter.

The Coleman-Slawson memorandum referred to in Mr. Wilson's letter
is the long memorendum concerning Oswald's foreign activities.

The material released in Mr. Wilson's letter was sent to you with
our letter of August 5, 1976. That letter informed you of your
right to file a sult for the material denied to you on your appeal
as well as to appeal to the CIA 1f you wish to do so.

The CIA has reviewed unnumbered documents of the Warren Commission
in which it has a subject matter interedt, including those involved
in your appeal dated January 3, 1976, and the executive session
transcripts of Jenuary 21 (part) and June 23, 196k, involved in
your sult.

Keep Freedom in Your Future With U.S. Savings Bonds



Our charge for electrostatic copiles will be increased to 20 cents a
puge ror orders recelved on and after October 11, 1976.

Sincerely,

N 9 ¢ I
Ladved F 4,,77/7{
(MISS) JANE F. SMITH

Director
Civil Archives Division

Enclosures
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Wisn J,,na ~mith, Dhrpotor W, 12, Fradortole, ™. 21701
Civil archives Yivigion n/s/ 1
The NabLional arohdvon, s

Washington, L.C. 20400
Dear wias Swith,

n your lotter of 11/4 you aay An re ponso to wdoe of 10/12, andoh Lu wall pans the
tdwe in whioh you arv %o have rTespondad, thid you ean’t give me baltor coplen bioause you
lmvr': rooeived Llleglale coplen from the Cla sna LT T oy you knov whal v nlosning
you 1L undertalco to oheol them Tor onmpletensane

I'm going to Ao nolther. Yom prople have hoen running me around that wipainted
barn for mors fihan a decade.lt iln tle paewdo—-soholar way of #lxonian nhonownlllog.
I'm not aven going tn oheck my TLlen o moa whwt Ls lnvelved.

Therels an ohligation lmponad upon you pnople I inwlnt you meat withonr runndag me
ragged when in age and physloal contition 16 s burdonsonae, ook ONLY IMACHINATY e

Phare 1a no record 1 meak that you or the CLA or sows obher ageno doss not have
alear oopies of . In overy caso tha origlrald mhould bu nvallablo,

I'm dismayod at the pormeating Lneensltlvlty, funoludl: yours.

. Theao are records rolating ho tha mont deyxtlble ol all ovlmes, the nmuananinatlion
of a *maldent, and to the of flolal tuveuhigntlon ot 1L, 10 Eunt word La nnl obicensa.
Thase rocordas relate to the mubveriing of our aymhom of aoedehy and Lo the nohs, deolsions
and performanos of the admintakrasion that onma Liho powor by thab orimaa

You have no mhame in providing people Lllegadibla onploa? Lnoomphate roaorin?

I puone not dbaomuse in a deonda L've not hoeen able Lo gof you to raplnoo a singla
e of the many reconis you porndlied fo dimappsar or dld nok raplaos wien you know shey
wore not Ln your fillan.

You all alao ap.ear £o have no shame about having to he auad for whak you withhold
on ons holked up sxuune af ter anghhor, wo Loasse A La foollsah to expuct yon to vrovide
ooplos that nan bu read - nh Pony tiner tha aonmecloal ool of xoroxlog.

Do or do not do what you will, Lt an T sunpeod thin relsbed fo w nabt or in Mblgation
CI'LL amk ny oounmel fo present ihum problem Lo Ghe Couvte L'm setleflod that LU R ¥} -
thexe 1m no roprementatlon you have ks Stk Ln nob spurdons aodl Lo now polng Be sel
you a quaskion Lhal in rmalavant o fhiss Loaw dolog Lb wymall buisums my lawyer doas not
now bhavo the tlme and becauna we wil! Loth ba awwy noxh weal, nll waolk.

e

The mubjeot mattar.or the withhold peges of the Wareen Homitasion trannoript of
1/ 21/b4 Ln a doreczer or more Hluue onde ore was A Kb dolector of anout 10 yoara
berory L SHN messiuablon. MLy Lo awldr peoral nor the duaolosure ol a sourek
intelligjeneo pourve nor %o the vt ol wy W lodpe ol wny otlwar nakure that Lits any
of the exemptiona of the aots The CLa has and W dLaolossd a Loog wows frow fim, byple
aal Lor all of you am LLiegdble ar Ll can he ahorh ol Botad LLLogl Ltys ) omn auclyy
in thim is 1n he 1/21/b64 Gransoripn thab de wilhheld. I ftheym La ao LLktle dnforaal
comuurdoation ma Jonave generaloy Towdd Lo ba o anobivee owean uJ’_ nogm ting the Aot T aloo
want you 1o lmow it there Lu a heariog on Ehln onvea r\/m/w,,

3. am aleso aolclng why, ®ATR Hho muany weaolea thatl have alapeoad, L atil) have noh
rooelired all the rocords L wadd I'or mo Long apo, of Lhe 1075 releanen L owag rolusml whan
I sried to pay for all thab wa  ralomend anbomguent fo 1070 L et Phora 9 b n xecord
of whin foot—~rmgdng. L admn would appracints a wrlften answeanca fhet Loono plo% bhem
up whon L have ho bo in Yanhlgcton For tho T1/1 yhoer gz, Lowouda hopo Shin rives you
wnough timo. L do not wan® paaiages o Lola olae Bolug biraugh W mnd s tedinang L oannoth
recallX a single inatance A whlch yon luwiu mado o adoquabo pauienm. 1L owould Jike tham
%0 bo in good contlltion.

inoorely,

Hawntd vnd aheere
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1/21/16 S

Hiea Jane Swmith, Dirwoter
Civil Arohdves Divisden
Notloenal Archives S
Wankington, D.0. 20400
Dear Miga Smith,

In the praulbimnto paragraph of my lotter of 11/5/76 L enkwd you n 2H0RS quentien
gelovent o my Qol.TP=1448 An whioh $ho Avechives dn the dofendanb, In the ceurse of tha
full explanajien 1 gave you L dnlermed you Bl fhore wes 4o ba a hwaring on that mattor
dr 13 days. "hea, of cevynn, gave you ample time Lo respond. Nherefere you did not -
reppsad, Nod in mnyms way. Yen ddd not, for sxample, refuse be anwwer my Antbew on '
thi. queatilon, Yer just atencwallod.

I anked A€ 4he defecter of the 1/21/64 transoriph Lo the mame ens abeut vhewm the
CIA has vovently nade rileasag. I 4ld nob mek hle wussg fov oxwspla, Het that the KOD
doos not longw Sh. "Untlonal moonrdiy® hmm come fe mean ssoveln ©mm the Amoriosa pesple
enly o what the KOB lmows wa mey not kuowe I aaled wuly vhel cwnnwb b nallnnslepeanrs
ity Infermation roloding te what As belornm the ceurh.

1If thore is saything impreper in fhin yoquest 1'd approolsto on explanatien of A%
If there is net I'd Jike a prmupd and waequiweoal, rapponsva

Lot me explatn o im a ddfferand, layman's woye .

If the OTA release rolntes o the aubjood of the 1/21/64 trunmordph the UXA erred,
4f I may underahate, in asking the Archives e withhold 2tml transoripd rren ma, LT the
Avohives im avare of thls then L thAnk Thore s A subatantileld qweabtlon of dsfrauding me
and of deaodving ond rdoraprosenting teo the Upurte ke oladsed vesson fov withhelddng
thin transavipd from me ne denger axdntn ~ 4f &b ever did,

Thaxe appenrs to bo ne eemplexity in this, »s prablen in eiading yes ov no, ne
work vequived to ilearm snd wemponde

If you persist iu net respending I have ne ahetes hat to ank aswaseld te promsad
this te dho Courd. Tida khen hecemns an unneosanary burdendng of the Daned wnd your
. -euunsol ap woll ze of me end By counsal, '

I beliave fhore is no questlon ol relevancm, thab this 4a vory xelavanh.

In my letter of 11/5/76 & eloo went inte whother nr not any of this was really
saevat. You hove mob renpendad fe thal, oibhore So L new ask, da ovder that the Daurh
may Mued, whethar the name of fhe dalwntor Ao public in eny wmy. 0f edthor 3X theve fe
more than enpe I nammm are Muovm Shors anm be me seareay as sileged. XU thls o e
thon thexrw wenld appesr te do n fruvdvlont olals to deny me thin pabllo rooesd on this
besis alomo. In turn this moann otennide aile abune of dhe Ceurs, tho Aot and of wn and
my cewnsol mnd for me enarmaus oonta avmr the mnny yorrs ys boen Grying te obdaln
this publie Tacerd. .

Thio natier will again ba An the courd mbortly. I de hopa you can 2%0p *hin stono-
walling and edthoy yeapend er explain why you xefuus $0. .

Mnoerely iV

Hareld Hoinhovrg
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the Soviet authoritics may have baoen entirely isnorant of

SL‘:und,

Ceiaddt gl penddng arrival, but when he did «rrive he, Osuald, imncdiately
rsade ‘I;nov,;n his stirong :?_,7.1_31_&)\;{ vith the Cowmniss cause, nis Intention
‘o defect and POSsidly even the fact that he had Laen a radar cperator in
the United States Merine Corps and the "factt (coubtsiul) trnat’ he possezsed
sacret infommiation related to this job 1“11 ch he vas rcady to disclose,
If this is the a ¥ Osvald conducted hinself ._t the SO\'lCt Consul:‘_tg at

Helsinld, “hen incdeed his application would have been handled with

spabeh,  fzericon Dibassies throughout the world vould prcsv:.ably do. ..

’

the sone thing if they believed the had otential de¢ccuoL vho nos.:ns.,ed
Y 2 p

- e - e

v2luable informatiqn. Oswalg n.rrseh clained that he said nc ‘ning out of

’

P

.Euss_-.n Consulate in Ye), sinlZ; he- vold: the: of ;lClcﬂ_S—

7 in Xoscow on October 31, vhen he &ppeared there in

an altespt to rarmounce his eil vizenship, tha® he had said nothing to the

Pussians about derl ecving until he arvrived in lioscow. Likewise, Yurd -

.

]

Ivanovich Hosenko, the Soviet XGB agent who defected o the United States

JAntZFebruary 195))

clains that the LGB at least hag no knowledge whatever of Oswald unuil
ke gnpeared in loscow.

Tesvinony this noi t_be tallen ui absolute
101 _on_chi __.J_LMM

o's

Z.,e..

ssurdnct.  Besides the obvious f{a tht.}mw&iuixxmrapwhaﬂler\
’ rie :
he is a Sovied nW ant na“_ng_U'_QVMQ crmined,. sthere is alSo.the fach

Tiiat to date the orﬂv revors, avail ‘.blc_‘_o ) _Lne Co-vws.ﬂcn on xn‘.nt Hose fﬂo
i 1 = 2200,

has said | @bout Ossrald uas obipina b:cug‘n._t-h&.IBI 5..2ad_the 121 *;;or;ro—

”etcr_;L_(‘d no. ‘1:/0 ihe detaileg lm\ﬂ_

=l

se_oi0c “'.]‘d,'_" tieazels. iltch me

'  inose rcliability has not ~eb _beon csccruaﬂnem b\\

/‘\
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boen orought to the avientien of the FBI_intecrozators. /It 45 not
e Y = %

inconceivable vhat vinen Hosenko savs the first vord the JC2 recciied
— Ty

vvas whed Oswald as _J‘LQQ SN "Fogeeu" that he. 1ias_spealing. Loosely. asd ncent
cas whed Oswald

\ihen O.,x ald arrived JDM or "at_the Ruas sipgn_border," Or uhab is

Q\MM;GIV,_T,M Heseiko really docs nob 1:1(;;.‘:_)(_31'__"3]19_.1)759'_;9

rement ab which Oswald {irst made his dntent 1on.: _knovm._%o.the Soviep

© eefzmolher piece of evig ence relating to 0 _the sone point should

s brought Lo the attention of tﬁe‘Co:miéf e following paragraenn
£ " = rareg .

is 2n exact guote from a2 CTA report b (Commis ssion Tio. 695) = . '-
."c. OGctober 1959: ocknoln nc"ma >er, Dagens :."ﬂeuer,
B T o 2; Tovenosr 1963 states Lee 0S: TALD, passed through

ien during Octoder 1959, - 1cle al.;o adds that D(
D was unsuccessful in obtaininz visa Lo the USSR - )

sinld vhich- resulted in his rctm-m_nc ‘o Stoctholm. 5 Gfbig e
n°S after he arvived in St octholm GSUHALD traveled N

o:r‘ec.,ly to lioscow. Concluding szntence of arbi cle '
states 'This 1‘1dﬁcayeo that the Russian Tmbessy (Stocknoim) .
~[;""e hin a2 visa.' < \
. B it was @idficnlt Lo ermlain
" howv OSEALD right have recaived his visa in 4uo C&ys with-
out cm’ﬂg throuzh normal charsicls. The only conciusion
which can be dravn is that GSJTALD muss have recaived his @/(
visa aircetly fron the Soviet Mabass, 5 :u] Stockhola which .
.occasionally is done in special cases, tyy the scurce had °
no 6’\'3:(.\—.-09 te confirm this assuzmti on."
.
. The information contained in the foregoing paragraph is flatly
. P RS SS = LS
ai veriznce with the other CTA report, prgvion sly nenvionsd, to the effect
Lhoy Osweld steyed in Helsinki alter having errived there on Geicser 20,
N .- e — s
Do the infermation ODUEL_I‘C(I__J:I_E':‘I_Q____“‘____:J’_]LQ.Qc_I’L N2SSNONG, \.ﬂ'?i‘n his b
>
cin_statement to the crican ™h mﬁg:x_;.oocuu_ oo Octobzer. 31, 15;9, axd

" with the documentary material given us ‘q,r +whe Russizn Gos
. o ;




. -21- }
of tiie latter could be lics or forgeries, nhoucver, including even the

Amesican pmassporbt, since it vas in Osuald!s possession for aboub tuo

.
>

yeel:s berore he canme into the Inbassy -- 1';\:6 veeks wnen he vies in the

me

ands of the KGB in the Hotel Rerlin and in a hospital in il OoCO'l. The

i - 2l
Cit itself is epparently of ung__g_gy_ug tnal_the. :.mor'm\,;.cm un: ce nleces /8

Csi:aid in I{éls'nb rather y..mﬂw,_j_mmellao-‘ c. Tt cey‘».;aj_rﬂy '

-y
=2
ck
ot
ck
5
0

el
c
=]
e}

K
O
,_J.
=2
o)

:nce ve nave of O.;wald' travel better than does the

AStoclnolm report.
® [ SN &y

he Toregoing summarizes or sets out all the information

T
availadle to us at this time on the problem of wheth 0.,.,a1d ob aJ_rrd
. spene S S
nis visa wnusually quickly. e : LB e C

The final jud;;ncn’;z }-;hicfx Fust B rade od all this "fl;tﬁ Isoi'
course, X‘;;‘lat conclusion ray legitimately dbe dravm if it is asswned firsy,
that Osvald did geb his- \fisa.u_rm‘sually early, second, that the guick
issuance of .a'\-'isa was signﬁicant, and *.,l.u'rd_, that its s'gni cance was
t:nat the Soviets ned '.‘IIaI'ning 1e]_1 ahcad of t;'_me t'rf."{‘, Oswald vas ccming
to Russia to defect? Even all this does nobv necessarily add up to a
conclusion that Oswald was ever nsed a2s an a,gen\. by tuhe Soviet Gowcr "cm,.
I could a4d up %o the conclusion that they hoped to gebt him to Russia
so that he could *..'nr_-re‘ be analyzed for possivle use as an agent and then ~
so used only if the exa amination of him reswlted in a Tavorable cohciusion.

t could also mcan scmething lc.ss serious,” for excmple, that they Imew
or sus')cm,ed thet Oswald vwas going to defect 2nd wanted to melie it as

.casy as vossible for nim to geb into Russia so that they would be sure Lo

obotain the propozanda beneiits of his cdefcction beifore ne nad 2 chznce
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October 16, 1959

Cctoter 22
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Zvanovich Iiosenlio, the recent Soviet defector

~

v

svent

Ost2ld arrives in HNoscow from

s sasme day he told his

become a ci

Jil ve can

Heisinltd, 0on”

within to hours, Couald slazhe
in an attemt to comiil suicide

o= unabt was happehing behind the scenes has boocn shed by

asguiac

wo newspeper reporters, 1iiss Al

i
vizen and st leave lfescow

The rest of our infornation cones from

sy in Noscow, thc monories of some of

oix:son, vho intervicwed Osveld in his hotel

e

.

the rajor

Oswald was confined in a hespital in Hozscow”

and btreated Tor a

nis left stist. :

scli-in{licted vwound on
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LIuaneavly in J‘JlSL,:iC‘.) and ::na, l'Ov—"-Id viag nob [C"‘.’Ld(,d Ly tho YGB

5 be ‘Y\, camlelely normal rerrtadly nor vies he con:.idcred 10 bo very

:in;c'Jlig;E:nt.” [ The CIA has 7-0‘ L yeb given ms. 4_r1_e\w_'Lu__u10n on_ihe
e
coliohility of Wosenko, hub they indicated thatthoy ovget Lo bz » 2ble ~

Yo [Avo us on evaluabion soon.  As develoned elsevhere in thils meno, *the -

sutenticity of Mosenko ig_oi Dhign dmporience. F

C. Special bernelits grented to Oszweld while

he 1;:25 in the Soviet Union: Do they shoi thab
he was heing paid to receive iraining as a I L
Sovieb Apent? : -
S =S '. .

Once he 1as acc"p\,ecl 29 a residenb alien in the Sova_et Ua_.cn

PNt e iGETEld- B -ns lived Fjust: Ll‘m a Busy

zn."  On the coxm urary, he 1as

en 21) soiss of special beaefits which a Pussien citizer in b_s POS’.luJ.OD.
srovld iioh Te7e oblaiced. Tre cuestion is not vazther he received special
Lenelits. bul whsther his raceiving them indicates thzt he ves wodergoing
sere sors of training as a fature agent of the Soviet syswzm, or at 1east.
Wh=i he w=s being 1mu_:'cc’cJJ bribzd to boceme such en agent. e '.rant to

that the preblza of inbterpuetation lere js not szra'_‘y x.heuhe“

hie iras baing Nbeib:d," Lub viisther he 1725 being beibed fox the specii'ip

-z pdm o 2s scae sort oi foreign agent. For there is no

cesstion Bub that the spaci2l trestment amourted to a bribe. Oswald

.

wzcopnized this fact n_.n_.wl;n in his Dw_ry, znd lferina znd YNosenko both
- o7 “het it s stenderd practice in the Sovieu Union e 2wericans . and
I r i

~

cimaw Toreign defcctors Zraa couvmbries uith kigh stendacds of 1iving to bs
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alverdy cuated, is vhob org :

e rozvey Nrsaldl s neving Loon

substontially el he pwvoried 1o be ang N0 nore, thay

=

S, it is con-

2gcnt of the Pussion goveriment,

sisvent with the conclusion Just stzted

A

heowever, this alone is nob sutficient reeson %o cmclude that Oswald wa

S N -~ - s o~ .- % s - .
+8%v ROv 2 sussian agent. A high beoporoion of a1l the evicdence on

wich selalss 4o Iis Trevel to end id

& A e L P Y e .
S oun svivements afler he returped ¢

=

3B o' be the resuls of iis
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Oswaldls Mrezl 1ifal

is roi just a'Mlegend" desis
gl

< & al L P s s - . be ”. -

by the XC3 ang consistently lived ous by Osweld thereafier? [ vurs Ty

(=g

P G (RS = s 5 - - -
ficsenko, it he is Sincere, would provide a eqpaclusgd &_ansimern; panely, iz

/ L vea 1 - o . IS N 5 o £ :
/ U223 we mow is the truth ang nov 2 lezend, Info:tunately, the CTA cz—ae
fee———————— =y bl Lo G

\ give us quite :

ols re"’;g‘.)-’;—]"—":r That e uuld_resd

are thereforc Torce

2

to 211 pack

z - » @d ask, frem 211 we have lewrned zho

LDieral]y from his infancy wniil the czy of his Ceain ——

—~————
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August 22, 1964

Tos J. Lea Randeln
Trouo W. David Slvwoon

Subjeexs YLanpvagae in rha Posaible Yoreign Copnspiracy section of the
2eport velating to “i°

A You aaked that I set forth tha laninage which I propose to uvsa in tha
Vi e, ponpible Foroign Conaplracy swctfon of the Peporr which covwera the vue
o Lo ond monuas of Yafommation obtatnad from TN, I de not proposs te use

et A0y infoomtion from W' which the Sovier Urdon woalA ba able to trace
- gz,')lj‘”tq him rather than to Soviar dePechors germcally.  Information supplied

h{‘-ﬂ"‘"» by "I which bearn on tha geners), practicens and procedures of the XCB

”1 i~ and fx, thernforo, not traceable € him, will ba wsed hat atrriSuted Eo

i M..t{\g CIA mnd detv “stablm™ of Boviet Dafechora. Thim {s a thovoughly

(”" J ¢ honest arrriburion; rhm dafeccorn other chan “N' nrm in mont conew fully
L M) avla to supply this {nformncion. In nue caaa, Y. hopa 0 usa pooe paxti-
cular {faformatlon sappllied hath by " and Madame Purtmeva, but f¢ will
ba attridated nolely to Madww Furtmevn. The laguage of the sactiona Ty
I propose to use L quotnd beloc

X
(Taken from page 3 of than Torroduc-ion.)

"In cpproaching tha quention of forwlign dnvolvenent, the
Coominslon bas vracelved valuahle assxistmncs from .tha Cenitral
IntelUzancn Agency, the Fedoral Bureau of Dveatigation, the
Departmens of ftatm and other fedaral agouciee with special
competenca In the €imld of formi-n lrrestdsation. The CYA has
made an e2opecially valouabla contrdbacion by arpplydng the
Carexdsaion with Informarion orljinaring with defectora froa
tha Soviet dneellloenca sazvices s bearing on necret practices
azd proceduras which would ba appllenble in the Soviar Unlon to
2 case Lite that of Oswald’'a luring iy afay thers.

a ‘Seme 0F the informucion farrnlabed by the afore-mencioned
azenclen, acd wany of thelr aouvcaw far that larommasion, are of
3 ghly confidectial ramre. Neverthelows, becaise L(r bel‘lcwm21 MAY 197¢

that the fullest pomaible disclomire of all t- Az ta—rala tine
e TN <
Pl Downgi to G-(_F A:AL{__L.J_

1IDSlawvacn
r

by authori
s G g Sy v
ce: Mr. Nankin dnte 4)_ ﬂA_Y

Mr. .illens P N




Py

£o the cssasnination of President Eennady 13 of the NMghest
izvortance, the Conelssion has ircluded in this Report all)
tha {nfommatlon furntaehed by thesa dgencles which 16 cops

sidered In coming to its couclusions, and, {in addition, all

the inforanrion which would have

1€ 1r 'd been congidered, even
regard 1z as suiffclently reliad

contzadictod rhoua cencluaisos
though the Commisston aq DAt
la to be considazed. This

socond carngory 6F informaHon conaiats woatly of mmeora and
Speculations, soce af them almost vholly frivolous. The

Covxrfgniosa included 12 fobwi.tharanding that fack, however, 1n
ordax thmt thw peblit could dacide for. dltselfl thae correctnesy

"The only relavant {nformatdon vileh bas not baan fncluded

in tha Report ia that whickh in e
concluaiome but highly confident
thn rellability of which 4n o 1
Comiamion waa rot able to Yely

onglstent with the Comxlssiom's
121 and derived Prom sw.ces
0% OxX o0 uncartaim thar the
vpon 1t in comdng to its

“Secxet sources of inforomtien, a2z contrasted with thre
Informacicn {tself, have {n Py lostances been withhald.,  The
contimied use of such pources apd, where secrot informanta are
levolved, tihwe vary lves of such Informants wonld be placed in

Jjoopardy 1f cames, posltiona or
vere to be disclosed.”

ha s

othey Jdentd fying charactertarics

{Taken Prom page 41 of the gactlion dealing with
Oswald's defection in the Fall of 1959, (Foot-ota

Fo. 135 1s to tha CIA;

footnota ¥o. 136 {a to

Hadame Fuxrtsova; footmte No. 137, as the =zt giatos,
ia o the Wistoxin Diaxy.)

"Tha Coemdasion Sam Information from confldential SOurtea trat

the normm) Sovier procedurs for

handllng wonld-be defectors fa to

zivo the GV the initial tasl: of examinarion oud assessusnt, 133/
Presumably this vas done with Comld. ¥Mis rejection cn Cetober 22

>
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whizh triggered his suicide atrempt, tberefare, probably meana
that the TGR had cocdvcted {2 exraination batwesn Octobax 16
and Cctober 22 and had cencluded that Oswald was of Iintred
valus t the Sovist Unlon. The Coemdsaion has other informas
tion from a souxcs ¢f unknown ralfobility that whew tho pewn of
Cavaald'e rejection and doamatla sulcide atzempt reached Hadame
Turtxeve, 3 promivent Sovist ofileial and 2 mombax of the
Pracaldioa, she parsonaxlly intervancd 3nd aaied thak be ba

Tpozmitred to resida In the Sovlst Union. 138/ I rhis fnformation

18 correet, if explains the changa ia Cowald's forruoes which
cecurred affor ha was relessed from tha Boykinskaya oapltal,

Tap Comedssion van only spoculate va Wigt bxaach of tha Soviaern
Gosernment: took chaxre of Uvwald after lMadswe Purtneva'z intar=
ventlon, 1{ it in facX occurred, or why sha decided o intorvema.
Syspathy fov what appearsd to ba a very appealing cane certainly
ray have played a role. IE may also have boen of sows signifi-
canca that had a young dmerican who had prosented himsalf aw a
devout couvart tn tha Comuolst causs been summarily sejected,
the resnliing pohlicity would Iwve been unfavoradle o the Soviat
Dolon, In Ay cvent, Lt i inrexsating to mote that the appavent
zhtft of Oswald's case from the ZGB to some othexr Minfstry of the
Soviet Goverpownt abortly after bis relaase from the bospltal ia
sepported by the entries in hia Diaty comemting thak the offisials

" he met aftaxr his hoapim}lzj?ammt vore Adifferent from those with
3 [}

vhom he bad dealt before
IIx
(The followlng dia tha first parssraph of the conclusion.)

"The Cosalssion has thormughly investigated the possibillisy
that lee Harvoy Oswald vas a fscrek Soviet agont. The specific
Zacts apd ciramsrences, se for ax ey ars knoea, relatng o
Cswmald'p dafection to tha USSR, his rosidence thara in Minsk,
and bis rehon to the United Statss ia 1862 hava been carefully
gyvalaabed. The defectora from the Saviat Intelligence sosvico who
are now working with the Central Intelligence Agency, some of whom
were atlll vworking with Soviet intslligemcsa when Grwald vas in Bnssia,
have all falled to furmlsh my informsrion frdicating that Cowwld
wazs a Soviet ezent, Tha Coominsiod concludes that thaze 18 no
2:1cdiBble evidenca of Boviet involvement in the assasainaiion, and
that the facta that hove besn obtaloed ytrongly megatm any corclusion
that Gswald was an agent of the Sovier gpoveroment.”

DECLASSIFIED- |
E.O. 11652, Sec.

LN B Vo)
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Y. Zlchenl Teelas
Depaly Dlyector Lfoxr Msng - [
. ),c;;;ml_mtalum_lmq VT i
weshinglon, B5, Dy C. B ~

Deer Mir.e Tklmar

e Comzdnelen bas yrecenlly recaived o repsad
frort the Pelersi Dureex of Lovdctdgetion covering um dater-
viey throt tool ploce bebeeon rupresentokdies of thr Duseow
o tha roeedh Cuviet dofector, Nol Ivenoviah Hosenko -

- : It appotrs To wn that Wosonko's defeabion,
viether o not 1% Ls cutlrobie, de of very gooot intosenl
to tha Cozaisslon. X would Mke to =6t wpy » sonferance i
cexly iu the werle of Borsh 8 belzean mecbars of the Com- '
wioaglan oteff and aombors of Ww CIA 0 ddncuge this motter :
Turtdne wd to erplsm gemerelly tha werk ywur Agoncy hoo
in progress of Interost Lo Lhis Comdasion.

YA you plocse contack B of your aorlless
convemlsncy to st o Ling fur this conforeacs.

TR

Slvernly,

S
B h it

J» Toa Runkin
Groexn). Counsal

ce:  Mr. Ranidn . B
kre Villens =- Clrono.

Conlent UNCLASSIFIED i
per — Q5I3 7L t
i
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TO: Jrevr-Llcbeler &

Pard=36lin q

TIR0M: W. David Slawoon N
' s

SUBJECT: Teotimony of Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko, recent Soviet
Defector

The testlimony of Noacnko 18 contailned in documents
carrying Commisslon Noa. 434 and A5)L, insofar as we have
received Information to date. Of specinl intecrest to your
soctlons are the followlng statementa by Noscenko in regard
to Ouwald's marksinanship:

"Followlny President Kennedy!n assacssination
Nodcnlo ascertained from Oswald'as (1lle that

he had had access to 2 sun which he used to

hunt game with fellow coployces in the U.S5.S5.R.
He could not deserlbe the gun used by Oswald

but did remember that 1t waa used to shoot
rabbito. Noaenko atated that Weatern ncws-—
paper reports descrilbe Oswald as an cxpert shotb;
however, Oswnld's CL1le contailned a statement
{rom fellow hunters thal Ocwald was an extremely
poor shot and that 1t wis ncceasary for persons
who aﬁcompunlcd him on hunts to provide him with
[pame.

Nosenko purports to have been a high officlal 1n
the counter-intellipence division of the KGB, the Ruaslan
sceret Police. Me 2alno puwrports to have been the persorn who
superviscd the examinaticn and treatment of Lee Harvey Cowald
for the KAB, both when Osuald first entered Russla in 1959
and after the asaasainatlon of Yresident Kennedy, when
Oswald's file was reexamined hy the KGR to determine whether
nhe had ever been uaed aa an agent by that organizatlion.
Nosenko statea that the XGO at no time used Oswald as an
agent. :

Conlent UNCLASSIFIED
per _R5XIT 2 s~
date 2.1 MAY 1976
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July 15, 1964

e

To: J. Ico Ronkin
Trem: W. David Slauson

Subject: Proposed roferences to the "eoafidenticl Soviet Unlon
scure, the reliebililty of vaich hes rot Leen cstablished"
in the TForeimn Corspiracy ard Russlan sections of the
report

5258

You have asted thet T quete thone scetlons of the repert in
uaich I propose to uce the confiduniial Jovield Uaion cource desceribed
cbtove. fThe portions wbilch will s included in the pectian on ths
exictence of a fcoreirn consolracy are:

1. Tha egency with priccry responslbility fer enlinley
211 defecters crriving in Ruwsia 1o e 1763, end Covald vas preowiioly
rrouzht to its attenticn as coon &S e =22 lmnovm hls intentlcr to
cerect.  In 1959, at least, virtuslly 21 Intourdat guidea wore i3
coents or Inforionts, o W2 con aico ciouve ithot Goweld's pulde, 2imo
Siiratova, weco {olles exders & ¥C2 or at + wos guidd by
her trofning din KGO © 5. AC Cowvmid's Iflotoric 0. vy notea, cie
informed hor superiors of his desive to defeet ard holzod him araft
his letier to the Susreme Coviet on Cotober 16 ocliing for Soviet
citizenshlp.

PR

C

TrT@Ey

The 1G5 2 vae of tie time yprovidzd Ly Osweld's
waiting in loscow Yo lecrn &sowmuch oo Loy conld sbout hiv: throurhk
Rina cnd Uiccush virtunlly everyone elsc ot Lha Foiel Lorlin uliere
he woa shoying, in an atiemmt Lo essoss e Do ble useliness © }
tue Soviet Usion oo o Gefcetor. (S8 you con sse, I have nct el

4% 1ma rocossory 1o attribule the following to the Covict Unicn cource, RN :
cven thevrsn that source is ihe one I wsed fer this inferration. I ..
relieve that we could ecsily obtain o letter Irad the CIA stating thot r'
4in their opinlon the fortcing 10 true, o o reotier of gereral fo
onerating proceduros in Rucsia. ) t

2. A confidsnticl Soviet Unlon source, the relinvility
of uvhich has not been determined, has ciated that Oswmld, ofter e
ves given the wsuel ezoninaticn the 1D gives to ell deicctors, wod
rejected becouse he wes considercd not jmentally ctebla end not too

v ve— T~ TCT
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intelllrsent. fThe cuilclde citeamt, cccording to the seme source, only
conflrzed the XCB in tho correctnecs of its cpinion. Ths KGD
cwnosedly never reversed its decicion not to acccept Oswald, and co
informed him vwhon he vas releaced {rom the Dothinckaya llospitzal. Cswald
tlen allegedly threatened to attenmt suleide azain, but before the
cituation reeached thie crisic poilnt onother Sovict ministry--probebly

the HMinistry of Torcign AfYalrs--intervened and tock the responsitility
for approviny Osyald's applicaticn for permicaicn to stay. The Ministry
or Forclen Affeirs was precumably interecated in Csvnld for hio potentinl
prepegsanda, beneflt and thorefore was not deterred by the XG2's

¢icgrocis of hinm co moentally wnstable. flthough the Camaicolon hos no
vay of testing the rellebility of thin scurce, 3t 1n interecting to

note thoat the purnorted shift of Oswnld's cuce {rom the KG3 to the
Minlctry of Forelsn Affairs, shorily after his relesce from the nhosopiltal
rits well with on entry in Oswvald's Dieyy corarenting that the cffilcials
ke met aftor the hospital treatment were different fram those he hod
dealt with before. Tae Dlery cniry expresses sase irritotion ot tke
fzet that the new ofiflelels esked him many of the same cucctions ke had
alrcedy ansyered two weeks earlier. (Thz foresoins 16 taken from the
very end of ny discusslon on vhether Oswald was nccepted unduly coon
for permanent residence in the Soviet Unilon. I do not rely ot all

won the perepreoh just quoted Tor the concluaion I como to, that

- Oswnld was not accevted unduly soon. 'he forczolng is Jjust put Jn for

its general interest end to show that we are awcre of the nource.)

The follovlng quotes are tallen from Oswald's Life in Rusoin.

3. On the third doy after his crrivel, October 19,
Oswvald wags probzbly intervieved in his hotcl roca by a rupcricr frcm
Roddo Mosecow. Tio years loter, whcn e wes trying to retwn to the
United States, he told the fmericon Imboscy officlals in Moccow that
the interview hod ecccurred. Osveld said that the reporter reyresented

hinsclf as scellng statements fren Arericen tourists on their irmressions

of lMoscow and thot e hod therelove mede o few routling cciaments of a
visiting~toarist noture, the viole interviev losting no more thon two
or three minutes arnd of no politiccl gizmdficence. The inforiation
wvidch the Coizaiscicn has on the ordinarvy proccéures of the XCo, the
Soviet Agency charged vith the reoponsivility for esplonaze ond counter-
espionzze ectlvitics, would indicate that the so-called "reporier" wos
In reality o XGBD agent cent to ansecss Oswald's desirobility zo o
defceter frca the point of view of that ecpency. The contents of that
interview was thercfore probably not as innocent a3 Oswold later
dcscribed them. (Juat as in nusber 1 nbove, I bLeliove tlat we con
ovtaln a letter fraa the CIA confivming the truth of thils as o matteor
of gereral operating procedure Tor tho KCB.)
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Letnes,

wiinevn o Cswmld, kac teen sied )y \,.‘o Central It fosaey.

The Azency's information on nermnl ] S hondlidng of /‘"‘1-).0'“1 d=ecterg ﬁ
"“"\1 1:.v_hc'-tc et vivteelly eve ~*~yon'_' o ‘Ld cantect witn Cowzld at F:
s tdmz, whdch would include Rim Shirchova end the Radio loccow »
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Conld Tren CVery possinlae noin‘t o2 viey, for o emle, hic cloccrity,
1.0., vizther hio cloted reasons Cor wanulng to defect wmre the real
cncg ar WE:thar e wag perhass en esent of fooideon intellisence and
plaated for the puipose, his poycholestcal cbek ALity, ond nis

intellizonca. /\r‘ccrmt*.'* toe i):w).r*t Uzion sevree e rellobility of

wirieh has not Leen ascestained, ko KOE decidad to e jeet Coumldrg

crmileation i'c:' p:‘:,_..gnt residencs dn the Csiied Unien on it c:cmnda
> 1ctely norrad yranta)

Wt e wis “hot rosmade . . a3 heing co
nor wus bt cansidered to te very intcli doont.”  IZ thin c_—ccount in
correcet, 1t nust have beon Whis-doeisleon, coamicated to Counld on
k2 cvening of Cetoter 2L, thot precipitoted s puicide aticmi,

Accerding to the some pourco, 2 awtisnied suicide Tivned

Al

e carrectoesc of tha KGB's Lﬂ 121 adverse

5. The oos S:m.et Union sowrce previously meationed E:
hos gcisted that tho KCB ("‘CL sicn not to accent 0svnld wos novor E
reversed. R:cuu"bl\/, herelere, bic continied nreccerez In the Soviet = j
Uzien wos o result of ca Interveonticn Ly ccme otier arsncy of thae -
Covict govermmont.  fTho Mnistry of I‘-:.*"l:;\ /‘..ﬁi_r: rould seom a
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‘ratien about the Uatied Ot -
2 e
6. e acvopnl, or tkis dntervicy La ik Ietovic Dievy ol
2lco states that the olfficdols to e 3o Snoke Sn Qotclor 20th eoted | 35
1;.'m obout the otrer 1"‘ ¢zl vho hod 0 ezxXdicy, Lelone
was hespitalized, end then proocved of tha core e,

Be) ‘1’

1:::‘5 cng ke hnd aJ.:"*(L/ ongiored Tow
cczrzats cx this ihot there must horo i
tetueen tiz mon who vore noy inton
intorvieisd Lin provicusly. Mg

sulteind. Covlll '
inge @ of ceomandcaticen v
th2 roa o kol
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. -,

7. A Soviet Uaton coucce, the rollability of which hep Low

not be cn escertelined, coys thot ofter tl:'- (2re] '?::1 N Vo pode to cond -
CImld wo fdneXk his deraytmant W esicd 4o bring Csimld's file un- et
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N Orrick Of 11:8 DINRGTOR

llonorable J. Lee Rankin
General Counsel

The President's Commisslon
200 Maryland Avenue, N. X,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Nr. Rankin:

G p 78~ wuld
AZK/V//J/;f,/é

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OI."‘.JUSTICE

(S RETLE PP I T

1) il

nLory .‘P,': ay
Y

FEDENAL RUNREAU OF INVJESTICATION

WASUINGTON 15, D, G,

There is enclosed one copy of a memorandum
concerning Lee Harvey Oswald dated February 28, 1964,
containing information furnished by the recent Soviet
defector, (Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko.

This 1s -a preliminary interview and we plan
on interviewing Nosenko further in an attempt fo_determine

1he_accuracy of

his statements, “TO 5, oF Coucse, in LIIE

custody of the TEMYaU TRITI I Egence Agency and our inter-
views will be contingent on other assessments on his tlmne.

Enclosure

Sincerely yours,

{

Commisslon No., 45 /7L .

!
L

. - Februnry 23, 1964 -
“ib -5 77 BY COURIER SERVICE
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In Reply, Please Refer to
Fila No.

- Comminsion No. /]L_,’) /~//

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF JNVESTIGATION

WABHXINGTON 25, D.C.

Fobruary 28, 1964

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USsR).

o

. LEE IIARVEY OSWALD
INTERNAL - SECURITY - R - CUBA

The following information was furnished on
TFebruary 26 and 27, 1964, to representatives of the FRT
by Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko, Soviet defector, whosgp

; o
relilability has not as yet bqgiéﬁu;ﬁﬂdﬁhmgru ‘9”&1“ e

Nosenko said he was Deputy Chief of the Tourist
Department, Second Chief Directorato of the Committee fox
State Secwrity (KGB) at the time of his defection
February 4, 1964, at Geneva, Switzerland, and held the
ranle of Lieutenant Colonel. He said the Second Directorate
of the KGB is concerned with the internal securilty of the

Nosenko advised he was Tamiliar with the visit
of Lee Harvey Oswald to the Soviet Union in the Tall of
1959 and supervised the handling of the KGR #1le on Oswald
in the Tourist Department,

Nosenko stated that when Oswald arrived as a
tourist in the Soviet Union the KGR had no current interest
in him and possessed no information that Oswald was a member
of the Communist Party, USA, elsewhero, or that he was a
riember of any pro-Soviet organlzation, Nosenlo advised
that upon arrival in Moscow Oswald contacted Intourist,
the official Soviet travel agency, Oswald informed repro-
sentatives of the Intourist that he desired to remain in the
Soviet Union., Thereafter, Oswald's caso was referred to

. the Seventh (Tourist) Department, Second Main Directorate,

XGB. .

Nosenko related Oswald was dilscouraged from
remaining permanently in Russin., It was suggested to
him that he complete his visit as a tourist and return
to the United States. It was further suggoested he could
thereafter make applilcation through »outine channels at
the Soviet Embassy in the U, S, far adnissgion ng an
immigrant to the Soviet WUnion, L
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7. OSWATLD'a Activity in Mexico City

t

Wy g5/ YT

Exnysrr /77

31 Januaxy 1964

= Ty

Jnforrmation Davelaped by CIA oo tha Activity of

. Lew Harvey GSWALD in Mexico Gity

28 Sescismpwsr - 3 Cctober 1563 . -

1. Oa 9 Octooer the CIA Siation in Mw:ico‘—&“receivcd

s
.

ihe Sovlet Fmbassy in Mexico City on Tuesday, 1 Cctobsr

’

(u fuollawisy informatipn froen o reliabls 2= proven sowrca;

An Amsrican npamed Lea OSWALD had cortactsd

1963, Iis ad npekan( —=— [ -—— tothe Sovist

Ernbassy cvard, Ivaa Ivanovich OBYEDKOV, to whom

" he said he had visited the Embasay-iwo days earlier,

Saturday, 28 Septamber,. Hs asksed whether there had -

beena re:piy to a tolesgraca that the Consul witk Whorn hs

had spoken, but whoss rams ha could not recall, had

promiosd to szrd to Washington,

= .

|

whorm OSVWALD Lad tal'.(cd:\

— B —

.———“F

48 ~— had proovably been 1(Q5TII(OV, OBT{EDKOV_
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75 e - assured |
OSWALD ths tcl'z;g;am had been ment to VWashington but

no anawer had bsen recaived,

— !

: . a
The information was forwarded by cabla to CIA: Eeadquarters
the saroe day it was received,

2. A fila check in Washington which is routiza iz thess

matters revealad tha poasibility od.an idertity Eaﬁeeu the Lee
OSWA.LD who bad apoken with OBYEDKOV, and presumably

- with KOSTIXOV, and thw defectar retrrnase, Lee Harvey OSWALD *

3. Omn 10 October 1963 CIA Headquarters dissemicated by }
¥ . . . l
ca‘q}a iZa roport in substantially the form ard in the detail . ) "

] \ 5 C g
irdicated 2bove, in paragranh }, to the Federal agencies whose

jurisdictlonal interests bad been established by a review of

OSWALD's fils: ki

. ol e R ST e % -
1 : 2

tha ¥ederal Bureau of Investigation, the Degﬁ::":_-—'

% The CIA fils on Les Harvey OSWALD was opered on'9 Decerdoer
1960 to accommeodats biographic infarmation developed by CIA in
reaponse to an inguiry from ths Department of Stats oo a list of
American dafectors in Sovist Bloc countries, OSWALDI!s was | .
a2mong tho names in the list, Ths Department-of State inguiry -
was dated 25 October 1960. An interim reply was givex by CIA .
on 3 Novsrmber 1960; a final reply, on 21 Novsmber 1950, TUntil
caxly October 1963 ths cortexts of the OSWALD file held by CIA
consisted ertirely of preas materiala ard disseminations i
recelved from the Departmert of Stats, the Federal Bursau of i
Investigation, acd the Navy Department.

. S
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ment of Staze, the Navy Dapartmext, ard the Immigration and
Naturalization Service, A. commert was included in the repoxrt
noting tks likelihood th:u the ;uﬁject lea CSWALD, was

- px oba.ol-y identical with ths formar Marina who had defacted to
the Soviet Urhon in 1939. {'I‘hs rapwet dissammatcd by CIA in |
Uashmgtun on 10 Cctoo%:r alsa jnclided a poy.ncal dasc-t_pnon
of an i=dividpal who was belisved to haye been ths OSWAID who
kad comtacted the Sovists inMexiso City, It was subsequantly

established by imstlgat.inn that tha description did not pertain |

to OSWAID.)

""" %

4: On the same dxy, 10 Cctobar 1963, CIA Hsadquarlers

N

Ber: a ,argthy cabls pummary to ths Maxc%» 23 -~ of tha

- e

Da&g-mnd xn_cxrma.tio; b=ld in the I-Vadam:tsrs’ fils on

that had been given tha infm' 4 in W’ashingtan. Thiz ]

1nst:uc‘mn was 1mm=~diat=ly ~i2d out, Inthis rmannex the

information on GSWALD!» contact with ths Sovists on 1 Cotaber -

was rasszd in Meaxico City to the Embassy, ths E¥BI rspressntativs, :. b

the Naval Attache, and to the office of the Immigration and

Naturalization Service, There were no reguests from recifents of

the repoxt for further information ox for follow~up investigation,

w3 o !
,..\_(’:/

1e:xrcaa_zt1vcs of the aama' Fed::ral dena.. tman:s and aacm:wa :
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‘5, Aftor tha assasainalion of Preasidant Ké:mred}r ard the /

arrest of Lee Harvey,.OS TALD, an [atansivs Tavisw of all

availabls sourcss Waa undarklkien [n Maxi:pl, 23/ detsrmine

ths purpose of OSWALD', Vi.:i!it./. IR a
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These additioral materials were promp&ly dissaminated in

Wa.ah.\.ngt:mby the TIA to the Whits Houss, tha Da::a:kna‘r!
State, and the Fedaral Burean of Invastigation,

e, 10O0: tcbsr., See Daxag:ann 1 anuve fo:- Leas

OSWAID'5s cortact with tha Soviez Cons\ﬂate. :

XL Valesiy Viadimivovick KoSTmOov

%}E, It is belisved that the Soviet official with whom ' "
CSWALD deals in Mexico City was Consular Aitache Valeriy
Vizsdimiroevick KOSTIXOV, bern in Moscow, 17 I’via. zch 1933,

2N
A _phcto-m'anh af KOSTI'_&OV is at:ached. ed, | In his lefter of

9 Noveribor to tho Sovu:t Consulate in Washmgtan, Om‘f»’&.LD : R *
wrote abmrt hisy "meetm_,s vn.«.h Comrads XOSTEH s“) of Lhe =, RS b

Soviet Union in Mexico Ci‘y, Ma..zca "' There is no cn.f;.cml

f the So-th Xmbansy in MSAICD Clty with a rame rcsenfbltng R Aateta] e B

HIKOST IN'Y, otker than Conswl KCSTZ=COV,
o oy ) .
Vet oya, KOSTIKXQV is the senior afficer of five Seviet - T

Consular representatives who deal with visas ard related

|

Sooom



matters, Thers ig furm evuﬂenca fox the conclusion that X037 Koy

ia 2 Sovier Stats Sccur_ty (rCGB) o.zfxcer, ard the othar four Consulay

/ officers are also known o btrorgly suspected to be Soviet Stas

e

Secu:rr:y persannzl Bb‘ving nedaz official cover, Tho Sta_a Sec\:nty

S\_rvica 1s the majmr ok the So-v—zet Intelligance sarwcea ard it is "’
. charged with e:sbwn.aga, countar m:.,llidenca and rolated mat:=‘a
- insds the S:gvzet Umaq ard Ovarsaa.s

v\"h

; ‘\ 15, I musi be F.\aul‘; atziad that chx.ci- 1n..a]ligurx;e ard

¢ —,'/3

secu.t:y cxﬁ icera placad an*oad under official coyer wormally

are req_u:.red to Dar.fcr'*m tks roatire ard legitimata’ bu.smess

kmandad by tha cover job in an embasay oz consulue

\
{0
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\-, 18. Axintersive review of the filas of our Mexica/

_ Station was t:cnds-m..mn mxmadlztaly atter ths assa.ssxmtmn to

comb ops
activity, No useful new m.or-natm.n be.:n'zn-q on the assassiration

reaulted from this efioxt,

19. |

- C

-~

- 4,’

T, Monstary Pavment ts CSWAID . Investigation of :Allsgation

».‘1-"" 2l. On 26 November 1963 a young Nicaraguan named

Giberte ALVARADO Ugarte walked inte ths U, S Ernbassy in

~11- ‘ N ) - s

Lp— |

s aay U:rmomly mepnrzad inicz?ma.nxm abouwk nOSTL:(-OV’S




Mexico City ard claimed ho had boon in tha Cuban Embasay in
Mexico City on 18 Septamber 1963 whan a man he later recognized

to be Lee OSWALD had bean givenx 56, 500 in cash to Lill someons,

/ He said that hs was in Maxdco

Cil‘?” Sesiams ) trying to gat himself accepted -’

by the Cthars as a carmmunist so they would taks him to Cuba far

.guerz-ﬁlafrainl:xg. [ S

4
bad apparemtly vw.rt;u the Cuban Embassy ard its Con:ular ofucas
on a number of occaslors and hs carr ectly ide rrifiad soms twenty
C\man Exbassy acd Consulay employeesa,

22, Whails intensive investigation in ths United States

showed that OSWALD ¢owld not possibly havs bsex in Mexico

Cr‘y o 18 Septfbmba:e {he was known to haya baanm New Crleans .

cnbcth 17 ard 19 Septessber), intensive interrogationfailed to-

shake ALVARADO's story. ] o
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l //B\lt because of tha importamca O.f

tes olvi@ the t\:rco.am Gia persbml coniirued the 1n.t°'r"‘od‘..tlm

in close caca-dmatx_on with tha FBL ALVARADO voh.nta:r.ly

agreed to a lie detactor examination, A“ & polygraph expert,

C//' assisted by an ¥BI special agent, requestinned ALVARADO apd

Becured admilsaions that he must have been rmstal\’-n* Thal 5
polyg'rapn expert concluded from the results of i his ms*s that

.ALVAR.A.DO had fz.b:nca»ed kis stary aoouk CSWALD m totb,

26 T It sho»dld be nm:ed that whan he fiz st told his story o

on 26 Novemb er, AL‘!&RADO cou}d havo Xnown “-om Lh@

Mexican press that CSWALD had visited the Cuban Consulata
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in Mexico City, Also, ha conld have heard the Yumors curreont

thers that OSWALD had $5,

000 with him when he retrrned from
Mexico to the United Statzs, ALVARADO bas since bean deportsd
by the Maxican authorities to his native Nicaragua,

Attachment . _photdgraph .
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= He Wanted to Make Deal

MORNING * FINAL

Cooyriant ® Iyis
Los Angeics Times

n September, 1963, Call
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eld Details on Oswald Call ©

0SWALD. From Al Oswald “got really anzry and red termittent  interest m Oswaid ~and ®ith agants of the KGB, the Soviet
He was 2esticulating " Duran said she might or might not nave intensifisd intelligzace service.
Peopie wiho szv the tracseript or  pag to call for help from the Cuban  that interest i it had besn told (f Belin called on
heard ihe tape hefore the assassina- codsul who got into a2 shouting matech Oswald's conversations.

e CFA to make .

full disclosure of its knowledse of
Hon recall that Oswald was Tying to  with Oswald and toid him to get out. Whether the new informatior #ouwld  Dswald and his contants with the
' make a deal. Duran said she never saw nim again. have affacted the Warren Commis. Cubans and Russians. - .
One of them ic David A, Phillips, a However, Duran’s siory covered only . er2h00s s aiso an npen Beliz 1 stauneh
former CraA officer. who row heads the first das of Oswalds five day The commiszion in 8

- Warres Commiss
E ¥ o 2 foreizn eon. Oswald was the
nd cosclude’ there was po killed Ke2nnady
7 Oswald acted on the CIA's concers
2 foreizn power, s secret sources
{ess. there s yet no ex. niques Byt he
or the Cla's hancling of ticoa! interest
corversalions The C disclosing
583 t0 comment,
be aporopriat
Z investigar;
Commirtze

ne Association ot Ratirad Intellizence stay in Mexico Cits Oswa'd fater -e.
i 2 leading deferder ferved in a letier o he
Phillips =as &a had in the Suvier
at ihe time, How  interaszae
lad, Ph.iling e Dswaid’s dealine
old the Soviet
‘nformaticy rou
be interesied p. and I know
FOU can pay my w2 ussia.
The steng T ®ho typed up the
i 2nsiator wiho pre-
“eroiler

Cla was g
the two am.

2nd ypist whg han.
ot of the ntercer
sled that the leve
igh. Bir the Cla‘s of an impendi

1102501

g2
Sent to Washingt
That was sirictly a rone
of the matter, and similar 4
siandard reports made i the FB{
that iime on gther conta ot
OMMunisis by
Mexico

mation 2
that the j Sinetion % : : B
of a fareizn consoiracs { ;

Schae

ole
ington.™

bt THlew in Mexien City
N5 cenorter amd Post special
andent Mar': Simons, Duran

ald :oid “hat fe
Tussia 3-

a
W me Yo was
ion

‘he
Te7 thinZs. he laime :
ne —\a*er.ca:"‘u'r.mu- the Cra failed
Warren Commi full trape.
eript of tpe telephone intercept it hag [n interviews with The Post, Beli
made in Mexico City. Oswald's offer who documented the CIA piats against
of information to the Russians in ex. Castro in his Capacity as executiv
chanzs for Dasiaze was omitred from director of the Rocketeiler commis-

the rasteript ang the CIA claimed sion, reveaied the CIA also did not -

it did 10t kaow of most of Oswald's tell the Warren Commissica of a :
Sermissinn she Cliiites in Mexico Citx until after 72Dart from an alleged witness to a
xas ‘ne assassinatgon, meeting in Mexico City between Os.
2 uisa The siznificance of the CIA actions wald and Cubag intelligence agents,
“hree to four moaths to is difficult to assess. The FBI in the At the time, Cuban azents coordi,

;"‘-. "med of this. Duran said, fall of 1963 was already showing in- nated their more important activities
- 3 = e —— asy.
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OSWALD OFFER OF DEAL TO RUSSIA

“ontinued from First Page

he late Winston M. Scott, wha per-
sonally reviewed ail trap: ipts
manating from wiretaps on Sciet.
dloe mstallations. -

The Oswald transcript, according to
1 (IA translator who worked with
3cott, aroused a lot of interest.

“They usually picked up the ran-
Xripts the next day,” he said. “This
hey warted right away.”

Whar that transcript containeZ is a
mailer of some cispute. and the CIA
275 it toutinely desiroyed the tape
refore the assass E
secple who saw the 3
reard ihe tape hefare the assassina-
ion recall that Oswald was irazz to
nake 2 deal. .

One of them ‘s
ormer CIA offcer who now
of Retired Intelligence 0.
and is a leading defender of CIA
ilvides. Phillips was stationed in
Yexico City at the time.

The transcript disclosed, Ph-s
ecalled, that Oswald told the Scips
moassy. “T have information ou
Fould be interested in, and I k=ow
72U can pay my way (:0 Russia).”
e

<" The Warren Commissic

The stenographer who typed che
lranscript and the ‘rars: wha
prepared it had a simijar ree an.

“He said he had same rrauen
to tell them,” the typist said ir an in-
terview in Mexica. “His main concern
was getling to oge of the two coun-
tries (Russia or Cuba) ard he wanted
them to pay for it He said he nad to
meet them.”

iater con-
cluded that the Russiars and Cibans
were not much impreszad 5y Oswald.
That view is supor:ed by Svivia
Duran, a Mexican dtizen who worked
in the Cuban embessy at the ‘ime of
Oswald's visit. She talked :0 Oswaid
on Sept. 27, 1963. and reca's :he
meeting in some detail,

[nan interview in Mexceo
Duran said Oswe'd toid ner -hat ne
wanted (o travei io Cuba and Russia
and displayed documents to show he
was a “friend” ‘of the Cuban revoju-
tion. oo

Miss Duran said she informed Os-
wald that in order (o trave! 19 the Sq-
viet Union he would have o abtain
dermission from the Russians. Oswald

Miss

1% and returned later in the day to
inferm M:

10,
vie: Em-
v id Oswald's apolica-
uon for a visa wouid take three to
four months w process. Informed of
this, Miss Duran said, Oswald “got
really angry and red. He wzs gesticu-
iating.” Miss Durar said she had (o
call for heip Tom the Cuban cansdl,
Wwho got into a si
Oswald 3 id
Duran said

How :nisresied the C1A was 1 Os.
wald's dealings with the twa 2mbas-
sies is uncer-ain,

The transiator and typist %ho han-
dled the transcript of the intercepled
conversation recdedB':ha! the level of
interest was high. But the agenci
waited until Oct 10, 1963, to notf§
the FBl of Oswzld's acuvities And its
teletyped report made no mention of
Oswald's offer of information in ex-

change for 2 free trip to Russia or of
his attempts to travel to Cuba an

Russia. -

“On Oct. 1, 1963, the teletype
message said, “a reliable and sensitive
source in Mexico reported that an
American maie. who identi%ed him-
self as Lee Oswald, con e So-
viet Embassy :n Mex City nquiring
whether ihe embassy had received
any news concerning a telegram
which had been sent to Waskington.”

That was stric!!y ‘a routine han-
dling of the matter. snd sim:iar o the
standard reports made to the FBI at
that me on othe 1acts with the

W of mes
activities in Mexico
the assassination.
The sigzificance of the CIA acticns
is difficult to assess. The FB] in the
fall of 1963 was already showing in-
termiitent interest i’ Oswald and
Mmay or may not have intensified that

interest if it had been %old of Oswald's
conversations.

Whether the new information

vwould have affected the Warren

Commission’s deliberations is aiso an
open questinn. The commission inves-
ugated the pe i

Nevertheless. there is yet Do ex-
planation for the CIA's hardting of
Oswald's conversations. The CLA still
refuses 0 comment, saying that it
would not be approcri
of an dirg

r. 5¥ the

$ 40 assist
Comimis-
roexecutive lirector of
x2feiler Commission's investi-
gation of the CIA, said that o the
Warren Comms: knowa af
Os < and other

racy.

EEAS TPV R CATIN R N UV DT S VIVARTE A

Sen. Richard S. Schweiker
Pa.), who led the Senate intellige
committee's investigation of the 2
sassination, said its investigati
waould have taken on an “entirely dxf-
ferent direction and perspective” ifl
“ne committee had been aware of Os-'
“+aid’s conversarons.

One of MIG
Designers Dies

MOSCOW (P—Mikhail 1. Gure-
vicn, matheme n and aircraft de-
nigner who coilaborated with Ariem
Mikovan n designing Russia's MIG:
seres of fighter 2ircralt, is dead azl
age 84, the Moscow newspaper
Sovetskaza Rossiya reported Thurs-.

ovan was the MIG-15, \1«&1&?1 eu;
tered widespread service in 1949, .
exajn-evich? was officially listed a.ﬂ
siill workipg in aircraft design u
1972, a year after the latest aircrafl in
the MIG series—the MIG-2Z5—went
:nto reguiar military service. \
Mikoyan died Dec. 9, 1970, at ag=
63.

/
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FROM ’: 6:5/\ w. n. mu'nuu!

SUBJECT: ASSASSINATION OF ' v i
PRESIDENT JOHN ¥, KENNKDY - S N
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ANDERSON advised SA ELDON RUDD is proceeding to Dallas in €the - . v
¥aval Attache plane, a C-47, 1D # 50752. 1t is due to arrive = !
at Love Field at upproxinntoly 2 AM, 11/23/63.
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WASILINGTON 28, DG,
November 23, 1963 ;
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1
Honorable Jaunes J, Rowley ' S
Chiel, U, 8. secrel Service ,
Washington, 1), C, 20220 '
Dear Mr, Rowley: .
There are enclosed the vesulls of our inquircy inlo
the assassination of President John 1 Kennedy and baelos round
mlorrmulion relative to Lee Jhoevey Oswald,
Addiliona) infovwation wilh respect Lo tis maller i
will be furaished To you when available, -
SR
Sincevely yours,
o_\ 2l e
e T R el e
Lnclosare
B /
Vo /
!
;
i
S
. 104~
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Assassinaijon of President John I, Kennedy

Oswnld wap Interviewed by Svecial Agents of thig Bureau at
Fort Worth, Texan, on June 2 5, 1962, at which time he wWos curt, gullen
nnd arrogont. e deelined g Hnawer questions gg to why he made the
trip to Russia op his expericenceey while thore, ge Indicated that he had
Leen “mbloyed ns o sheot maelal worker {n g television factory and admired
the Ruusian forin of Government, He elafmed fmniliarity with the theories
of Karl Marx, but denleg betner g member of the Communist Party or h:\ving
rerounced hio Unitog Stutes Cilizenshly, According to Oswald, the Sovietg
never attemnted to obtain information frem him nor dld he make rny deals
vAth the Coviety tn order (g oblain BPer-aission to return to thie United States.
He disclaimed iy affiliatfon with Soviaet inteNigence,

Upon reintervieyw on Aupuet 16, fl%"&, he nelnow ledog recently
Visiting the Soviet Embasny iy Wanhington, D, C., Lut indicaied his visft
Wag tolely to reprister his wite' s curvent nddress ag required hy Eoviet law,
e peain denjed requesting revocatijon of his United States cilizenﬂhip or
allegiance to the Soviet Goviernment,

Accurdine to Information develepad by thig Bureau, Ouwalg was
Arrestec on Avoust N, 1063, for (listurb'uu; the peace In Mew '(')rlcans,
Loutsiana, as o Teauly of cijs;'tributing a pamphlet for an organization known
as "Falr Pliy for Cubz. Ee pleaded Euilty and elected to pay a fegof $10.

Oswald was intervicwed on August 10, 1962, at whiel time he
indleated he wag temnployed pned hag Leen in Noy; Orleans for approximately
four months, Vinde there he reag Hterntuee distribuied by the Fair Play
for Cubgn Comnnlttee which e considered ot to b Commnunist cominated
or controlled, Jie corresponded with the Commitlee at 799 Sroadway,
New York Clty, end jinid a wo. Lo membershiy fee,  1je received a
membership cord in the New Orlenng chapicr dated June 6, 1963, signed
A, J. Hidell. ' :

The Joair Play for Cuhn Commlltee (s g pro-Castro orranization
{cunded during the Shring of 1060, whose function is to propagandize the
Custro regime,

The Central Intellizence Agency ndviged that op Octoker 1, 1963,
on extremely senultive bource hd veported that an indlvicual i(!ent'iflecl
himself ns Lee Qowald, who contacted the Soviet Embausy in Mexico Clty

«



Apoaeaimition of Proasidi Fohn M. Neanody

feaudzrine nn 4o CY7 Ioaenzoy, celnl ‘vomo of édn Bineeoaw, vwho havo
Convernod vlth 2 nsld tn U"Nf"s 'l ,..w nave ol sived ;,,.omn*ﬂpnd ol the
Iadlvidinl evineesd to nbove nad h wa slsioned 0 8 pocordin TRt g vedee,
Thoen Dpcelal Aorarty ava ol 4 iho epinfen that Yhe nhovo-ro feve e to mulvldu\l
g ol Lo Wnrvay Quvmld,

A Nigily conflcantad rove e ¢ty L'mf"m aaviaed ibat an
Iadlvidual M“m“j'!n'f Woaesle na Cowald en Moveamis w8, 1063, wno in
contact wlth the Covies 1 mbnaey Iy \/.\'nmn’ won, DL CL, ntwliteh e he
relferved o nopooant mas it Comend \w,!n ot the fovlal inbapay dn

Llerdeo £y, whiz fndlvicunt Lidlendad ihat hin edeleally Intondad 10 viglt the
Loalonay In Han W NN, horo b viould hava e Seae to viovlete hino
L\L.-Ul-bﬂ, L tha 1 2 aad Loda vnallo (o Co o, Fa "-"n-n?;‘.'nnd Lin nddress na
sai 626, allns, Yo w3, ;’m;‘ .u.n.»-mu ¢ B e haslvind of for lzn HNikoleavna
Qavald, o foviet c.«.?f'::::: pad £ har ¢ Auovs sy dbidinn Oa\‘,.ﬂd Lorn
Ceitolar 20, 1062, o Dollon, womg,

Oovnld duxing neovicun Indeoyloc 2V FRT Avania elvmacd to
havo marslad hia velfe, Maelna ilkolesvin On wold, neo Fropes kova, nt
Mgl Queimda, ea Anel) 0, P’)('J 1 Heew!iro eln m\ 1 tn “m"rh,:m

LANEEory, munbor 0002528 sread st e Celonng, 5ouls innn, on June 25,
'IOL'»S, 0% prropored Lepvel ‘:1 i m moniha @ one yonr na o tourinl to Breinnd,
IFronee, Garp iy, Miand, Wrew, oy 'ﬂ].‘l‘ }L“‘/ cad iPoinnd, Tle ndicnted

an Intonticn t ool srom Llr; W Lu oy 2 ehe Inttor vari of 1063,

{\r.‘vi,“lf_w'l Informaeilon ¢ rveleped iy thly Bavean indleatad one
Lere Cavld Curlyr Leptombay, 19 A2, wans o puboerthoe to "Uhe Yevkor!
an eony condt connnenlst ne WO nor,
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20505

23 AUG 1976

Mr. Ilarold Weisberg ... ..
Route 12 Peia
Frederick, MD 21701 S ke Ly

R R

bear Mr. Weisberg:

This responds to portions of your letters to me of
21 July and 6 August, which we are handling under F-75- 6669

The '"new request'" of 21 July in your penultimate para-
graph for records of any and all surveillance conducted on
Lee llarvey Oswald in Mexico City or elsewhere is a restate-
ment of one segment of your broad request for any and all
materials related to the Kennedy assassination and the
investigation thereof, i.e., F-75-6669. As you know, all ,
materials in the entire Oswald file are currently under- !
going second review, a review expected to yield a better i
product than the first review.  In light of the number of
requesters waiting anxiously for this product, we are not
prepared to institute a special and costly search for your
request which would disrupt and delay the process for all
of these requesters simply to satisfy your recent restate-
ment of request.

In view of your own recognition that the ''mew request'
duplicates while going beyond that of Mark Allen, we quote
for you the response to his request of 13 July:

"Please be advised that the existence or non-
existence of the records you request is currently
1 properly classified pursuant to Executive Order 11652
and therefore is exempt from disclosure in accordance
with exemption (b) (1) of the FOIA. By .this answer o
we are neither confirming nor denying that such records
exist. It is further determined that the fact of the
existence or non-existence of the records ‘also pertains:
to information relating to intelligence- sources and




methods which the Director of Central Intelligence
has the responsibility to protect [rom unauthorized
disclosure pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 403(d)(3) and is
theretore cexempt from disclosure in accordance with
exemption (h)(3) of the FOIALY

The above decision was made by Mr. Charles A. Briggs,
Chief of the Services Statfl. The decision is currently
under appeal by Mr. Allen but is now subject to your appeal.
As you know, such appeal should be addressed to the Agency's
Intformation Review Committee via the undersigned.

The enclosed organtzational charts are those included
on pages 96-102 of the Senate Committee's Supplementary
Detailed Stalf Report on Foreign and Military Intelligence,
Book [V, Report 94-755 of the 94th Congress, 2nd Session,
dated 23 April 1976. The publication is available to the
public from the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.

Sincerely,

Gene. . Wilson
Information and Privacy Coordinator

IEnclosures

R




- | . S AL - P20 .

B gr,y//g/f L2 i;%
- . e RERAARESR - - T R IR TR - M
. /
AT TR D .F\ & \ROUTING '
Ui - 0 INDEY = I
ExT . ) NO INDEX = 2
DATZ & I¢Fanet 10823 O FILE IN CS FILE NO, .. . Ns

' '19 : SER BRLOW o oo Lb L’ﬂ I

TROVG RCIDUT CENTIAL Trrrmucmm AG.@(CY R
, .

. coNi;
,j;'. = N
* INFO :l .
XX ko SN o ‘
10 el L R '1Nth Jne
e DEPARTUENT OF STATE i 4
27 L1 FTDERAL LURZAU OF I W"S’I‘IGATIO‘{ ,
T T ‘“f G e QPN G O R € 1 0.0 o 5 €« -1 e G
" ; DI ‘\.ATYF;.L:EYT OT THD N.‘\VY ~._.:,'
.DUB.I"CT' m:J:. EI:‘NRY osmm)
AL on 1 ocrom 1953 |
d .l.-‘;"l.. 7 R s ). A
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‘Dear Mr. Blakey:
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—JFK Emed F-SZ_L‘—"
THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELUGENCE !
: . i
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20303 - "

19 September 1978

Mr. G. Robert Blakey
Chief Counsel & Director
House Select Committee on Assassinations

Washifgton, D.C. 20515

Forwarded herewith is an un
dated 20 February 1964 concernin

signed memorandum
g a machine listing

of documents for the Oswald 201 file. This document
was not released earlier under FOIA, but has been
declassified in the light of nevw considerations. It
formerly bore the classification of Secret and the
handling restriction of Eyes Only.

Mr. Goldsmith requested this statement for use of
the document in the public hearings, as the classifica-
tion and handling restriction had been removed when
the document was approved for release under FOIA.

Very truly yours,
SR —&k._,-a..

S.D. Breckinridge
Principal Coordinator, HSCA

~

.encl.

JFK Exuisit F-524
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20 February 1964

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, )

SUBJECT: Documents Available in OSWALD's 201 File

1. A machine listing of documents afficially recorded as being
in OSWALD's 201 file was requested and is attached. The actual
machine work of this type was begun in 1963, but a few items of previous °
dates were also recorded. .

2. A comparisox of the documents physically available in the
201 file and those recor2ed as being in the 201 file has shown that 37
documents which should be in the 201 file are not available in it. This
total is made up of: -
2 dispatches
7 memoranda from the FBI
1cscI
2 State Degartment documents
25 caoles.

3. Machine inguiries for the location of these documents have
SRR
=] Number: -

for FOIA Reviemon, ~ SUN 1975

not been made.-
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! 25 Hovessar 1983
SURJECT: Mr. L=e HaTvey Oswaid )
20 - ) o
1. It males little diffecencs nov, 'bu:,! """ had at oz= time an

interest in Oswald. As socn as I had heatd Oswald’s naze, I Tecalled
. I had discussed — sonetime in Su==er 1950 —

that as,

witk [ 5 < X . . .the laydng

on of interview(s) through, or other suitzble channels. At the

poment I don’t recall if this was discussed waile Oswald 2nd his fa=iiy L

were en route to our country of if it was after their arzivai. .
2., I remsmber that Oswals's tnusual bshavior in the U352 had struck
oe fros the monsnt I had Tead zhe first Sigi= ‘dispatch oa iz, and I
told oy subordirates something 2=ounting to "Doa't push too nard to gar <’
the infor=ation ws ne=d, because this individual looks o2d." | Ve were
particelarly interssted in thainfs0svald might provide on thz Hinsk o
faczory in which he had been e-ployed, on cerZain sections of the city
itself, and of course we sought the usual]_ \thzt might help develop |
-F;,’,,;a,._pnscn:lity dossiers. N BWZRAPRIC INFORMATIaY -

‘cover assiznz':nyl - L. * at
£ our couatry shortly after Cswald's arfival.
ped thereafter. °

3. 1 was phasing into ny necx<
the time, Thus, I would have ic
I do not know what action devel:s

Addzndim

4. As an afterthoughs, I reczll also that at the tims I was baccesing

=zhing develop 2 pattemn that we= had discovered’
Sovist -
eveatuslly
5 "home”.
iy torned -

increasingly interested in w2
in the course of our bio and Tesear:h work/ : the nucher 2
ing foreigmers, being per=itted to leave the USSR,
divorcing their spouses 2nd se:tling dowm abrozd without re
The case was among the first of‘ these, 2nd ws eventz=
up sczething like two dozen sizilar caszs. . . i
] : T . becamsz interssted in the developing
treri we had come acToss. IT w2s partly cut of curissity o iecamm if
Oswzld's wife would actually 2:zcospany hio To our couniry, pasiir cul
intecest in Oswald's owm expeTiz=cod in the U SSR, that we shzeed L
intelligance interzst ia thg ZaTrey sioTy. g
?
4 [

1 R » -t s
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Mr. Gorpsmita. The first page of JFK exhibit F-524 is a letter
from Mr. Breckinridge to Professor Blakey of this committee. I
would refer your attention—why don't vou read both pages.

Mr. HeLms. I have had a chance to read not only Mr. Brecken-
ridge's covering memorandum to Mr. Blakey but also the attached
memorandum which is unsigned and just says "“To Chief,” I don't
know what.

Mr. GoLpsmiTH. Does this memorandum make reference to 37
documents being missing from Oswald's 201 file?

Mr. HeLms. Yes, it does. It says that:

In 1964. February 20. a comparison of the documents available in 201 file and
those recorded as being those in the 201 file has shown 37 documents which should
be in the 201 file are not available in it. .

And there is a breakdown of what seems to be missing.

) M;ﬂ GouosmITH. Was this document ever brought to your atten-
tion: -

Mr. Hewms. I can never remember it having been brought to my
attention.

Mr. GoLpsmiTH. Were you ever informed that at some time there
were at least 37 documents missing from Oswald's 201 file?

Mr. Herms. No; I doubt that would have been brought to my
attention. I would assume somebody in charge of the registry would
have gone looking for the documents.

Mr. GoLpsMiTH. Is the information contained in this document
particularly sensitive?

Mr. HeErMs. You mean sensitive operationally or in a security
sense?

Mr. GoLDSMITH. Sensitive in the sense that the Agency normally
attributes to that term.

Mr. Hervs. I wouldn't have thought so.

Mr. GorpsmITH. In light of that, why would this document have
carried the classification of “secret’” and the restriction “for eyes
only ™ prior to its declassification?

Mr. Hewus. Sir, [ am sorry but I don't see “eyes only™ on it nor
do I see “'secret” on it.

~Mr. GorpsmITH. ] understand that. I said prior to its declassifica-
tion.

_Cf’lease reread .the letter to Professor Blakeyv from Mr. Brecken-
ridge.

Mr. Herms. 1 don't know. Maybe it was overclassified. A lot of
documents in the agency were.

Mr. GoupsmitH. Thank you, Mr. Helms. I have no further
questions.

Mr. GoLpsMiTH. Mr. Chairman, there are a number of other
exhibits which relate generally to the subjects of Mr. Helms’ testi-
mony. but with respect to which there was not sufficient time to
ask specific questions. They have been marked for identification as
JFK F-513 through F-517, F-519, F-521, F-525, F-52%. F-530. and
F-533 May they be admitted into evidence-at this-time?

4 Mr. PreVER” Without objection, they may be admitted into evi-
ence.

[The exhibits referred to above follow.]'
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SUBJECI L ITF HARVEY OSWALD ﬁ/ /1 ’

J just talhed to our icoal Attache, Clark Anderson, in

liexice (ity, _JMe alvised me as follows: ;
_— P

Lilberio A1ua-ado Ugarie in Mexicc City fFrom Nicaragua has L
' conyessed Lo the sexican officials that his statement on Oswald was J'al'aé. .
| Tats was o atatenent to the effect that he scw Oswald at the Cuban Consulat. .
in Ziexico ity on Sertermber 18, 1963, and tlat Oswald had been hired to kil.

precicrarly Py crulcnt‘, Kennedy and was ¢lven ct that time {p6500 Jor the job.

.

aF =

Azz-arazlo stated nis mwotive was personal and did not fnvolve his

countri, » said he wantel to give the Ui 4. a reason jor overcoming
Castro. ?
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O Lenal Attache sald Ambassodor Liann is very pleased at the. - *
way tie 1.7 Jandlel the mailer ard has sc advised the Department. “’?

Anhassrder Henn also wanted his personal gratitude extended Lo the D:rector. ik
:

i

,)
SV Lawr-ence Weenan gent Lo ilexico from the Seat of Government !'
to hand]r or aspecls of tihe naiter will be returning to Fashington,: 0. Co,
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-
BECQ:S N2 TGN
B i 2 et
Foy your inyornation., \/ L

LTS5 b N\ I -
te) nd o . (» (]

»‘5

< v | ;

. A - 5 s
i ;? ’ ' , *__\_ . L. T .. yR 3 "\)‘

- oo F£ ."‘ !.’ ? :" LY ' - o .. o : ?:.
Sy T p2 DECR4 1961 " © o

- . . S ':

¥y
L
i
i
!

5o it 071963 )

) LE L a S cadadl e ot da A B nd aren kA siatdio shi) Rkl hadiend \""'"‘
i tulibie g s d ol Al W d e b !

LAMMRGA i 1) kil i e i : : v

Sofen ros g2s5ee sectime 1



AT S Oy ',.A S OV A e
1] ‘\‘:r;—" / :_' / ) fi ‘ﬁ‘ . ]: 'l( ’5 ) ~ .- .“; "—_ . Q .‘%:#A{T’(‘. :zi’»' WF’ L ‘ g
N J ""—-——J
2 ! e, X
;""-‘Ei_" xi‘/ "‘( "“ D E C O D E D C O P y & :r (?::‘- _.; V]
IS a A L A & mf(’ AR ARSI ’{‘x IO AR —F 3
fy r/\IF\FP/\M gL C/\BLEGR/}\M V‘CJ RADIOJD]’ELETYPE e hes — 1R N
: : A S N H'--t‘ SN DT A g e,
‘}z\:' R ,"."_'«-.f‘ .‘..",J'-'[,"'_' RN ’sl;,’;__'._"s:-)-‘—;—}\_ 175 Y5 Tq
A R PRST '[':;‘N:J o ‘5\«'“-' ‘\:;rr 2 n)') ki GANY, T
: A v . dr o ] - Lo, T, .4 A
) g, \'"”,4/ 'SHM, \,1} S ’))rwt‘.f/"!émifﬂm , (:’/\ QW
) -*‘,"0/ OTRECTOR ™, R 5gh y dar e ity e S0 0 LR oA X
D * LEGAT.WIX100 CLTY, 7 NO,* 282,,. RO NPT ey 15 171
é / -t ’ 304 n-.~ ¢ f JRRTAS. LR
\‘\ T RN Y‘{ \\\" AP {'"n”'{'"“ : M2y L --J‘;,:l\ q
; 3 ll'l |ul\05-&ﬂQ'\‘ whs w,« ‘f‘:‘ 4 "L";,',‘;' £ L el
-;'4« y sk X 7. N 2
UL HARVE T OO WALO /7 1SR, .%,%'.’m.‘,,"‘”"w}’" g /6\’\

Al ’4\ ‘ muuCAB JANUARY.9 LAST, L ! oL
T 8 PCONCEANING DIAZ VERSON ALLEGATION “THAY S

A N v :
{ilAzy 00 YALD. AS GUEST,.IN (HCR HOUSE,, NO. INFORMATION HAS BEEN RECELV 38

‘g‘ P XICAN Oft, I(,IAL; SOURCES NOR HAS ANY APPEAREO I%ICAN_ >
x{)k“f' PR LS INDICATINO TH13 715" CORRECT, Y DR EDUAR EGP‘BOLII’.
i l 1503 num KO- s_nun ~APARWENT‘501 'MEXICO-CIT vxLEvz ON“/)\J Tty
ey ey IR AR LA:ﬂ BY, SA. MATTHEW D, ICRAWFOBD,,JR“._]APD'ADVISEO AS' el
) r’.'T',‘ ruuohﬂ RV /.'5/:'"‘} SRS X.;‘,"K'-«_-") /mg‘fﬁ_“'“:f*‘;f'

\/)f ; ;/ v DI1SCUS [D lNJYANT WA TTER IITH BORR.ELL‘-‘AND_OTHERS. DJAI VEBSON 5.
rt: e :W r~Vli‘$\IHD BORHELL IN HIS HOUE .'.’.'_U 3 o '( ‘f._‘ .f‘w-- w‘?c-‘ J =
\kL_ ay R} BORRELL, mo NOTATELL smav CREDITED TO HIM'BY_DIAZIVERSON e
X .‘,‘r‘, w mrcv THAT “0SWALD; AND DURAN WENT 70 'RESTAURANT: ON: s»dj :;
Gl OUTSKIRTS, OF TMFX1 COTCATY ymER(»fJHEY MET" OFF ICIAL’ OF! “CUBAN (% v
i L fULAS Y"} eonanUHAkorvm HEARD, TH!S STORY_ BEFORE._HE KNEU or;

“Ifg ff 0 MEETING BETULEN" OSHALD AND “CUBAN, EMBASSY OFFICTAL”OTHER '1‘—«9/1
2R THAN owzswmcn SUPPOSEOLYx occuRREo,[mtmE OSWALD vnsnsou\,u‘h
e 1 cuean "CONSULATE - HERE S, HE, ](NEI NOTHING OF,'ANY:V181T78Y 0SRALD . TO
12 L s OF DURAN. PORAELLY 13" FORMER -CUBAN MINISTEA OF /EDUCATION,

s }'t JOURING BATISTA REGIME, AND'SHOULD BE:RELIABLE, 1 S i

4 BAPLE

‘) . : o
J .‘,-5‘-'*"-,;-- L SALVADOR’DIAZ’ VERSON WAS | IN MEX1CO cnv ASTCLAIMED AND 7 347y "

\ -\\ ]
Rl el PHONE BOOK HERE LISTS.NO, CABALLO BLANCO o\xesmumm eb.ﬁ

v ey M
=, ﬂ{.’ THERE ‘ls CARALLO HAYO RESTAURANT ON OUTSK|RTSEOF kl)AEcho 9'1 )
44’ N2 e oy PRI S SRR
AT }] Ir’ \JJv 3 (,, SR Q’{?tal 1r’uf'f b S e Lo
- : I, “'\;-":’ i l‘r,\q, T g '.“P 5t o
: 7

R 3
Vg iL2 r/_.,.

:). f ) o R ..'\(N.“_‘-Q’
LA e LN

p .\ :
> e e e contfonad b U

wied »noordar e pmuu the flweane u,;to‘vaphc ’Lauu ,’“)\I\,V )M »[ AR 4. "%“ - &5“..”' Ia-)

B uge Lo 10 ba lhu-buahloum.u the Bsnu. ] la suggested that B be uhd;; »

- v ;O‘

) wu,‘\{f >
<‘va/( ‘ \-”!\”I}(b / f;. %\q t{\(y-n,;..: /:;X‘

A ”“mmﬂf&. R



~,(w, -?__Tf?’f;??_-.““"f‘; SARS I
v '-»‘.-*‘::'-'r‘m~’.'- w, fjﬁkfx »'5-:1'~
RCRPRY a Ld o e, g A gh
¢ i J.-g'p.';g),h‘;«‘c;g?_(-.f_i_.l =
AN Lt
";} wu»a,-D,E~-C'O:D.‘EaD—~C
’(.,vncioﬂﬂ .‘-_N s
. Jg:JAI GRAM'urx] CABLEGRA‘ 2530 RAD g
. NeT N & ~ -~ g -"-.4 (, o ° [ X
S T L2 “:.‘},‘,')g\;‘, *.‘.',-,.f.",‘.-‘l:, ;7‘;1*7:'1{'“:1‘.":':- At
e B LT gL he m At r»u‘-u‘"')} e

Y;» PAGE s TWO£4.+3 MEXICO cn(, NO.- 282,10y i)
‘E. )(\ﬂo ‘\,7}1' /'"‘ l"'xMﬁ)} ‘ﬁ""""“o‘”’

u:_

% 5,V INQUIRIES, BE ING CONDUCTED - THERE, THW RELIABLE INFORMANTS  TOES NP
A Runtours O|AZ-VERSON!S. ALLEGAﬁONs CE A A R RV s | 25 400
ALy 23 RES ALLEGATIONS en.eEmo ALVARADO UGARTE, ']Aamua Cot PLAMBEQ(‘f'.x‘;-:'
‘? Z . snm: OEPARTUENT "ASSISTANJ, REOIONAL sccum*nr'orﬂcsn. ADVISED? IP '&}/1‘3
'?;__1% Y\ 1S'H1S PERSONAL 'RECOLLECTION® AND THAT, OF "ELORIDGE A,~ SNlGHT) KR \:’[c;,',-;,
Ly REGIONAL SECURITY.OFFICER,  THAT ALVARADO TELEPHONICALLY ' % ‘,j,;j, P
sep

9% CONTACTED” EMBASSY: AT* ABOUT; 2230, P.M.} ON_NOVEMBER 25. LAST,.W,;,,}, 53 Ty
i ,-,onnsao m-:’m) SN1 GHT UADE; ARRANGEMENTS -TO MEET. ALVARAOO NEAR. § %[z 2% 7
‘MARIA¥|SABEL “WOTEL-IN MEXJOO QIIY\AT;ABOUT 5, P 1. ON SAME DATE . A f?s‘t
:§5AND -TH1S' MEET, OCCURRED AS 'SCHEDULED, AT TH_!S TIMF_ m_wmoo‘:‘;"::'l< YRR
¥ F1RSTI MADE " H1S ALLEGANONS.‘M»‘ '“39.*’:4.":0 LA 4',»“'{,‘ ZEx
m;,trb & [REXCELS10R™ 18 MORNING DAILY. NEWSPAPER mncu 1S- ou smcg~ _, d
20 By ABOUT 6 A.M.- FROM THIS 1T CAN BE SEEN THAT PRIOR- RO ,,;\"_,;: +g
V. .REPORTING H18 ALLEGATIONS TO EMBASSY ON NOVEMBER 25 ALVARADO P
;'f‘ HAD MORE ;THAN 'ADEQUATE  T/ME IO HAVE READ "EXCELSIOR® STORY t::',f,_‘\‘ i
7" Wit 1 CH \ARPEARED ON SAME | TOATETAND 'WHICH REPORTED: OSWALD'S Lox ‘.f.-.*s' AKX

2.5 ‘CONTACT WITH: CUBAN CONSULATE' AN MEX1CO.CITY ON SEPTEMBER' 274"

< "‘“"il‘ ‘.'“" "-"“‘\’ T “'\"’-'-“ .'-»" a8, S e SR OB UW g ‘53
1\ v’ ’i \

‘ﬂ;"..‘_;”.b'-}‘
et

u i
a.

o, :
-
~‘-n‘

l-‘fﬂl{i‘ /i

<

14?‘

e

"

l:-—ld .“'\r"" ’ “f'}l ‘\»r\, ;2_ ;“_ 14\‘r’ '\"..-"‘ : i‘tn, s.‘__lf

b”’ v}x.v’ - ,‘r wzﬂ; ::y:‘l ,5{' mq}“g}.}gx D'“ANOERSO&'Mff.,-r ;}J[é/{r
('t”.»*“ f"("' Ml A 'L"f S ‘7»‘?1;’-‘, (2 ’;,ﬁ[l".(. Yo T 'fjé}}

rn “.s'ér b2 e 4')%*\» 4 rt"t >«

M RE(')EIVEO... ?’°8~ MiERe \.3\“1 PR NN, f\#’&' ’\ «v ,

A ;f»,__ T MO {@::-Y‘t?’-x.“.,'ﬂ: 7 ‘f:‘,.;,'._ b \;:r‘ Frs e ,;.:-.;;,,_ et

.i;\."{%‘,_ff

rd

.-z?:i'"

"Jg
’-l'\
<
k‘ N
A
d::
g
[§
L ]
i
!
4
-
1 te
= hen
S
o
Lo
>
%
-
>
s
}z‘
v ¢
Y

BACNAN - -‘ wy MAANEDATEE RN H I P S Al K
# o o om, Af.‘n' s "J‘i\:"‘t%ﬁ-.‘{f:"hf?:"{;"“: B A e I (Sl
‘}‘/’ 1. 0[\1‘31“" L“E.‘_If} o "“{-,:,,:’ .“)4‘-)“?—1" By

%’t‘{ . \JA f JI;'E- %h};(\' "r‘.‘ ‘W‘ }} \ r\-\ L:r:;“:r
SR Tt R il e N '
Srabc ety
2 80 Feat S A4 rtared 78 4 1

RURE "TINN B
- sl S8 e
g l‘) \,}f-&i?\
S e —
%
-

oF. ;.-‘ ;ﬂ '.‘: Y /'.’.'\,"Ai - “- " g & . '.—. y. ’.'7.:.__

D S AL A R e S|

R s B S R e o A eI AN A TN ""”’.‘M“ RORIG Ak e o

INGEG R VA «'-.“W' ORI "”t

‘ 1 LA- w.tt;;:u;"c‘uuabx; la ths nboo.a nessage lahtﬂau-b\ah ouﬂlda D»:‘Bwoou. annauulmd l‘c ulﬂg sl

~\#paop)voud n ordcr lo grotact the Buaov'a cryplogaphse a;num r‘} i‘Lj“‘_w / fpg. AR R) b‘ P N
e

e} W %’JMMML i ™ 3 &:.:.&m.}\
w*?‘%.‘y:?‘* S YT TR O

1% 0

-s(—\

W




>

I : 4 ’ (4‘ /) 75— /9(91217
f?;, 4iy//4?/7— 2*7

.
» " “rs 0in 40 om0 8 ,(

A (RAN 2 ) h >
A FIED STATES GO \fthT

e

g .

- o

Mot

Memorandum -

R Coarnt
‘/‘ : ('»l.'u
.9, ol G2
Hro A €. oSullivan )& TG DATE: 12/19/63 i
' : Tn-.-'l- - =
Tiotte ...

r.‘ * e — —
i ‘s _ Tele. Moo+ . _
ML DL J, Seennan, Jr./l\\.'\\/ Wil

CIN)

Woleos . ___

Condy . . ___

HLCT RIALEONE W1 ¢l NuU\L IN’LLLLIGENCE
AGLMCY (CIA)

Information developed by Mr, Deloach has incicated tha
John tcCone, irccior, CIA, has attaclked the, Bureau 4in a vicious
o ounacrhandeda nanner hwract01ized with sheexr dishoncsty., I
«he dncets are true, we can safely assume that licCone will continue '
such taclics to Luc point of scriously jeopaidizing Burcau pres tige
Aae aeputacion,  VWe can sit Dy~ and take no action ox bring this
AMaiees to a head,  Ovex the years, we have hod .nuimerous conflicts
vith all CIA Dircctors, Many of these problems have arisen froa
Slateaentis atiributed to these men, Experience in dealing witi
CIA has chowvn that a firm and fox;hriﬂht coniyontation of thesc
ollfcinls has protedica Dureau interests in a .most cfiective monner.

If HeCone 45 4nvolved in such nefarious activity, there is a way of
putiing a stop to this,

“mo

Wae charges zpainst lMeCone can be described as follows:

(1) I'e alleredly informed Congressman Jerry Foxd
chat CIA had ycavered a plot in liexico City indicating

that jce JMarvey Qawaldd had received $6,500 to assassinate
Presadent wennedy.

- / -

\ (?) licCone allcgedly made this same statement to Drew
Pearson,

v e e—

. (2) In both instances, the statcements were false and By
licCone should have known that they were falsce since his
apency was fully dnformed that the story concerning the A ;
receipt of moncy in lMexico was completely discrediteg. :

' P05 A2l

LCAION 2 . ROV 1i00anen
’ VO e
If anproved, the Liaison Agent will %onfronc licCone )
with the alierations, Congressman Ford wikl not be @d?ntificd out
will be refcrred to as a high-ranking Government-official:,, DBureau
- Mr. Celnont o —C.,)._
- lr. Dcioach ~ it
171

- I'v'. Sullivan ' W’“’V 3
= «Lt. Dranipgang 5 ) |1
- Lialson l) /)My"w |-:u|

- . I pich ! _.
HJichs . 4 ‘,)J

A \‘ 2 DEC 81\99"
(7) | oo _ ,-}:-59\

PO

T

o>




o
H s
D '
b

T

' Y
P . (ua.

Jlenorandum Mr, Byennan to My, Sullivan
de:  RIELATICNS YITIH CENTRAL INTELLIG:FICP
AGENCY (CIA) ;

2 3

GOees w Y not he identiiscc, MeCone wijl be told that informa-
Vies received by the Rureanu inticates tha: he has nade {zlse state-
e and Lt will be voinied out to hi- ¢hiat his own agency was

intowiacd that the siory reqaraisne Cswald's receipt of moncy
“hooxico City was completely Giscredited. e will further be toxd: v
ctite we o cen oonly chavacterize hig actions as a vicious and unwarrantec i
“uirell against the Pureau,

If HcCone cid make +the relerred statements, we can expect
-aim to make a denial, Ilowever, it is belicved.that we will have
nade our point and he certainly will knoy vhere he stands, will
unuoubledly have a proiound respect for our capabilities to be
infoxmed, and he certainly will bear all of this in mind in the

cvent he gets any idcas of maling similar statpments in the.ﬂgture.
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