
PN CTH UNE RED STATINS COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR ‘THEE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIKCULT 

HAROLD WELSBERG, ) 
, ) 

Plaintiff-Appellant, ) 

) 
Vv. ) No. 77-1831 

: ) No. 78-1731 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, ) Consolidated 

) 
Defendant-Appellee. ) 

AFFEDAV ET 

My name is Harold Weisberg. |! reside at Route 12, Frederick, Marvlend. 1 

am the plaintiff-appellant in this instant cause. 

1. My prior experience includes that of investigative reporter, investigator 

and editor for the United States Senate and intelligence analyst. As an intelligence 

analyst I was authorized to classify records at the "Secret" level. 

2. I have read Defendant-Appellee's Motion for Partial Dismissal dated 

October 16, 1978 (hereinafter the Motion), and its attached letters, of October 13, 

1978, by Acting Archivist of the United States James KF. O'Neill and of October 11, 

1978, by CIA General Counsel Anthony A. Lapham. Ll also have read the previously 

withheld Warren Commission executive session transcripts, 10 pages af the transcript 

of January 21, 1964, and the entire Lranscript of June 23, 1964. 

3. The Lapham letter states that these records were withheld "to protect 

intelligence sources and methods" and "because the documents were classified ..." 

It does not state that the alleged "intelligence sources and methods" were secret 

or in any way not generally known. lt does not state that the records were properly 

classified. 

4. Having read the transcripts in question, based on my knowledge and 

experience I state that there never was any possibility of disclosure of any 

intelligence source or method because the only content that could possibly have 
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been referred to is not and never has been secret. This is obtaining information 

from defectors. 

5. On the same basis I also state that there never was justification for 

classification of these records at any level. There is no intelligence-related 

content of either record that was unknown to the KGB or to subject experts. There 

is no "national security" content at all. 

6. On the same basis and from having read countless tens of thousands of 

pages of former ly withheld pages; of information relating to the of ficial investiga- 

tion of the assassination of President. Kennedy, including many thouSands of pages 

of CIA records, and from extensive pesseual experience in Freedom of Information 

Act (the Act) matters, including litigation involving the Defendant-Appellee, the 

CIA, the Department of Justice and the FBI, | state that there is no content in 

either record that was withheld for any purpose other than withholding it from the 

American people and to avoid the certainty of official embarrassment if these 

records were to obtain any extensive public attention. 

7. Because this and other information was improperly withheld, it was not 

possible for me to present what | know about the information to the district court 

or to this Court before now. 

8. Improper CIA practice in this instant cause is duplicated in another 

cause (C.A. 77-1997) in which 1 seek other public information from the CIA. This. 

other improperly withheld information includes the location of CIA stations the 

existence of which is public knowledge. ‘The false claim made to withhold this 

information is that any official acknowledgment of the existence of these stations 

would be embarrassing to the governments of the countries in which they are located 

and thus would endanger United States "national security." 

9. The Motion states (at page 5) that the CIA presented John Hart to the 

House Select Committee on Assassinations (hereinafter the Committee) as the official



CIA representative and as an expert, for the purpose of public testimony, on 

September 15, 1978. 

10. The Hart testimony was broadcast. |! heard that broadcast. When Hart 

was introduced and accredited by the Committee, as the Committee's press package 

states (at page 6), he was described as "a career agent with the CIA" who "held 

the position of Chief of Station in Korea, Thailand, Morocco and Vietnam ..." 

ll. This constitutes an official CIA acknowledgment of having stations in 

these four countries under circumstances that, to the ClA's knowledge, would receive 

and did receive extensive international attenLion. 

12. This therefore proves Chat the prior sworn representations to the 

contrary by CIA representatives in C.A. 77-1997 were falsely sworn and were 

knowingly pretextual for purposes that are not in accord with the language and 

intent of the Act. This illustration of CIA false representation is typical of my 

experiences with the CIA in FOIA matters and throughout this instant cause. 

13. The Motion represents (at page 5) that "the CIA conducted a classification 

review" of these transcripts because of the Hart testimony and a month after that 

testimony informed the Department o| Justice that it "no Longer deemed it appro- 

priate to withhold the transcripts." 

14. Having read the two dozen pages in question, I state that declassification 

review does not require a month and that with a case in court the time required for. 

such a review, if any, is a matter of ninocae, not a matter of a month. 

15. Because of what I state in the preceding paragraph and because the CIA 

has a long record of untruthful representations, including under oath and in this 

instant cause, | attach proof of steps | personally took after the Hart testimony. 

This may explain or contribute to an explanation of other inspiration for the release 

of these transcripts that have been denied to me throughout the decade of my effort 

to obtain them and since 1975 in this instant cause. 

 



16. I have separate FOIA requests filed with the Defendant-Appellee, the 

FBI and the CIA for the information these agencies withheld from me but provided 

to another despite my prior requests, as set forth in the addendum I filed with 

this Court on February 22, 1978. ‘These three requests have been rejected. I have 

appealed these rejections. 

17. Under date of September 17, 1978, I provided further information to 

Quinlan J. Shea, Department of Justice Director of FOIA/PA appeals, including 

information relating to these transcripts in question. (Exhibit 1A) Exhibits 17 

and 12 of my prior affidavit in this instant cause set forth the impropriety of 

the withholdings and called the Department's attention to its prior policy decision 

in violation of the Act, to withhold Warren Commission executive session transcripts 

from me without specifying any exemption and for clearly political purposes. 

(Exhibits 1B and 1C) 

18. In response, on October 5, 1978, Exhibits 1A, 1B and 1C were forwarded 

to the Director of the Department's Office of Information Law and Policy. (Exhibit 

2) That Office was asked to provide copies of relevant records of the Freedom of 

Information Committee and the Office of Legal Counsel. 

19. The production of records reflecting extralegal reasons for withholding 

such transcripts from me is certain to be embarrassing to the Department, which is 

also counsel in this instant cause. a 

20. Under date of October 3, 1978, | wrote Archivist James B. Rhoads, whose 

agency is part of Defendant-Appellee General Services Administration (GSA). (Exhibit 

3) The first information request | renewed was for public information he had been 

denying me for 12 years. This information had been televised a month earlier during 

the Committee's September hearings. More than the 10 days of the Act have passed 

without any acknowledgment of the renewed request reaching me. 

21. Next I called to his attention the fact that some withheld Nosenko 

 



information also had been publicized by the Committee. 1 stated, "L believe that 

this requires you to reconsider your previous denials and | ask it." In the third 

paragraph I requested "reconsideration of the withholding of" the Nosenko transcript. 

(Lnadvertently L gave Lhe wrong date but in a subsequent paragraph did make 

accurate identification.) 

22. I called to his attention the provisions of what is known as a "letter 

agreement" between GSA and the representative of the executors of the estate of 

President Kennedy. This agreement prohibits public display of the President's 

bloody clothing under any circumstances. Because the Archivist and GSA permitted 

public display and national televising of the bloody clothing, I asked for ‘i copy 

of any amendment to the letter agreement under which such display is not 

prohibited. I reminded him that he had gone to court to deny me clear photographs 

of this clothing for my study. (Utterly incompetenet photographs were provided 

to the Warren Commission by the FBI. ‘The Commission printed only unclear and 

distorted photographs. In my C.A. 2509-70, the Archivist told that court that 

under the letter agreement he could not provide me with prints of any pictures 

but that he would have photographs made for me.) 1 reminded him also that he had 

refused to permit the photographs taken for me to be presented to the court in 

C.A. 75-226. I renewed my requests relating to all the foregoing matters. These 

requests also remain totally ignored. _ 

23. In the concluding paragraph, where | identified the Nosenko transcript 

accurately, I stated that one of those in the CIA who had caused this transcript 

to be withheld had told a reporter "that while the transcript could not be properly 

withheld as classified this claim was hoked up so that there could be withholding 

the CIA desired for entirely different purposes." T also reminded him that he is 

a classification expert and "ask that you personally review these transcripts that 

are withheld on claim to classification’ to determine that the claim is warranted." 

 



24. I concluded with what 1 believe has great bearing on the present 

disclosure of these transcripts, "I remind you that there soon will be oral 

argument in this matter before the court of appeals." I believe it is the inherent 

threat that I would call this Court's attention to new proofs that the withholdings 

were unjustified and were for political purposes, as well as the fact of the CIA's 

official disclosures at the telecast hearings of the Committee, that impelled 

the present disclosure of these long-withheld transcripts. 

25. From the foregoing il is apparent that © called De fendant-Appellee's 

and the Department's attention to the consequences of continuing to withhold these 

transcripts after the CIA disclosures before the Committee. 

26. There is still another misrepresentation and attempt to deceive and 

mislead this Court in the Motion and in the CIA's Lapham letter of October 11, 1978. 

27. The Lapham letter gives as the reason for the C1A's abandonment of its 

"previously claimed exemptions for the two Warren Commission transcripts" in order 

"to protect intelligence sources and methods" the fact that the Committee's 

testimony "has been given." 

28. On page 5 of the Motion, in Paragraph 10, it is stated that "On 

September 15, 1978, the House Comnittee on Assassinations Summarized a report ... 

submitted to the agency for prior clearance. ‘The Director of Central Intelligence 

reviewed the report within two days ol receipt and agreed to declassify the draft. 

The Director also made Mr. John Hart, an expert in Soviet Intelligence and counter- 

intelligence, available to testify before the Committee." 

29. The Committee report is based on examination of many CIA records, a 

number of staff interviews with Nosenko and Nosenko's testimony at several Committee 

executive sessions. If the Director could review and declassify all this extensive 

material “within two days," her certainly could have reviewed the ‘relatively few 

pages of these transcripts in much less time at any time since the filing of my



complaint in this instant cause. | know of no development in the past three years 

that in any way altered the significance or meaning of the content of these 

transcripts. 

30. What the Motion does not tell this Court is that for a long time, 

certainly more than a years, the CIA was aware of the fact of the Committee's 

interest in disclosing information relating to Nosenko and the content of the 

Warren Commission executive sessions. This is not a matter that came to the atten- 

tion of the CIA on September 15, 1978, and not before then, the implication of 

the Motion. 

31. There is misrepresentation and intent to mislead in the Motion's 

formulation, "The Director also made Mr. Jolin Hart ... available to testify ..." 

This gives the impression that Hart, a C1A "expert in Soviet intelligence and 

counter-intelligence," was on the job at the CIA and as part of his regular, on- 

going duties was "available to testify before the Committee." The facts are to the 

contrary. 

32. Hart had retired from the CIA after 24 years of service. Long before 

September 15, 1978, he was recalled by the CIA in anticipation of the 

September 15 testimony. 

33. In his testimony Hart described months of searching, researd and 

personal investigation. We recounted reading, rereading and comparing contradictory 

reports of many hundres of papes each, even of searching out a CIA official's 

handwritten thinking-aloud about Nosenko. (This deputy chief of a CIA Soviet 

Union division is one who contemplated what the CIA deseribes in this instant 

cauSe as "model" treatment. flis "model" treatment ranged from inflicting brain 

and mind damage to permanent psychiatriatic institutionalization to killing Nosenko 

and leaving no trace of the assassination or the body. 

34. During the long period of Hart's inquiries, searching of CIA files and



and interviewing of CIA personnel, there was never a time, from the very first 

moment, when it was not known at he would be making extensive disclosures relating 

to defectors and Nosenko. From the very outset it also was known to the era that 

the content of these transcripts was at most an insignificant part of the coming 

Hart testimony. It thus was known to the CIA from the very first moment, from even 

before it recalled Hart from retirement, that it would be making public disclosure 

of what it was withholding in these transcripts. During all this long time, the 

CIA was persisting in falsely sworn statements in this instant cause to perpetuate 

withholding them from me and from the meaning T as.a Subject expert could give 

them. (Some of this follows.) 

35. At the cited point on page 5 the Motion states that "a partial 

transcript" of the Hart testimony is attached. TI heard not part of the Hart 

testimony but all of it. (The Committee has not responded to my request for the 

full transcript or the Nosenko report referred to although this report was made 

available to the press.) 

36. Based on careful attention to the Hart testimony and prior and detailed 

knowledge of this matter, T state that most of his testimony related to the 

CIA's treatment of Nosenko, which in this instant cause is not relevant. Nosenko's 

treatment is not mentioned in these two previously withheld transcripts. (The 

nature of the CIA's treatment of Nosenko was not unknown.) ‘The possibly relevant _ 

portion of Hart's testimony also was not secret. This relates to the credibility 

of what Nosenko said about Lee tarvey Oswald, the only accused assassin of the 

President. What Nosenko told the Bl about this was not classified but GSA 

withheld it nonetheless until carly 1975, when | obtained copies. Relevant Warren 

Commission staff papers were not properly classified because the Commission 

neither had nor sought authority to classify. 

37. As one of many available provfs of what has been in the public domain



relating to the Commission and Nosenko, | attach as kxhibit 4 the Comniseion 

staff memorandum titled "Yuri Lvanovich Nosenko." Although this is dated the 

day after the Nosenko executive session, there is no reference to that executive 

sesslon In Lb. 

38. Having read the transcript and this and other Conmission staff reports, 

I state that there is no information in the tr anscript relating to Nosenko that 

is not in the staff reports. 

39. The staff report that is Exhibit 4 was declassified on April 7, 1975. 

This one of many available records establishes that GSA and the CIA have known from 

prior to the filing of my complaint in this instant cause and all during the time 

both were making false representations Lo the district court that both were 

withholding what was already within the public domain. Yet it was the month 

after "declassification" of Exhibit 4 that the two transcripts were reclassified. 

40. Having read the Nosenko transeript, T state further that it holds no 

information relating to him that was not made available to Edward J. Epstein for 

his book Legend, his magazine articles and interviews and his extensive use on 

nationwide TV and other forums. This is to say that for all or virtually all of 

the time GSA and CIA were withholding this transcript from the district court and 

from me the identical information and much more had been made available to Epstein, 

who published it prior to the time |! informed this Court of it in February 1978. 

Despite this, GSA, the CIA and the Department and its counsel continued to withhold 

this transcript and continued to make misleading and deceptive statements to 

courts to accomplish this improper withholding. (The foregoing statements apply 

to the January 21, 1964, or "defector" transcript, also.) 

41. The only content of either of these two transcripts that might be 

alleged to be subject to classification is not properly classified. This relates 

to the uSe of those who defect From an intelligence agency by the intelligence 

 



agency to which they defect. ‘There is no possibility of the "disclosure" of an 

"intelligence source or method" in this because it has been common practice for as 

long as there have been intel liyence apeneios. 

42. With regard to the names of defectors and any information they provide, 

there is no secrecy from the intelligence service from which there was defection. 

It knows that all its defected personnel know and much more. It assumes that 

they disclosed to the agency to which they defected all they know. The defector's 

only alternative is to risk Nosenko's long and barbarous abuse and what was 

considered for him thereafter, psychological torture or assassination. 

43. Nosenko did not possess all of the KGB's knowledge of Lee Harvey Oswald, 

as he testified to the Committee. (He also provided to the Committee an affidavit 

I have read along with the Committee's summary of what he told it, the CIA's 

accounting of the services he rendered it and its payments to him for this service 

going back to 1962.) There were seven or eight KGB volumes relating to Oswald and 

various surveillances on him and their fruit. Nosenko testified that, during the 

brief period after the President was assassinated when he had possession of these 

volumes, he had time for only a skimming of the first half of the first volume. 

44. The only secrecy with regard to Nosenko and what he knew of what the KGB 

knew about Oswald is what the CIA withholds from the American people. The KGB 

knows this and more. 

45. With regard to the seven or eight KGB volumes eelating to Oswald, I 

State that I have read the questions the CIA proposed having the State Department 

address to the Government. of the USSK and that I recall no CIA request or 

recommendation that these volumes be provided to the United States Government. 

Rather were the CIA's questions drawn in a manner calculated to give offense, 

cause reSentment and discourage cooperativeness. The State Department and the 

Commission did not approve them. In all the many thousands of pages of Warren 

10 

 



Commisston records | have and have read, bo recall no single page in whieh the 

Commission was informed about these KGB volumes by Lhe CLA. 

46. Based on prior experience and knowledge from my service in the State 

Department, Tostate that under the circumstances of the assassination of President 

Kennedy no government would risk appearing to force upon the United States what 

the United States did not request or indicate it desired to have. With regard to 

the coexistence of adversary intelligence agencies, this also is axiomatic. This 

became a matter of extraordinary delicacy because the Russians suspected that 

Oswald served American intelligence and Oswald was the alleged assassin. 

. 

47. It was the duty and obligation of the CIA to inform and counsel the 

Warren Commission wisely and fully. In not informing the Commission about these 

existing volumes of KGB records relating to Oswald, the CIA failed in its duties 

and obligations, making the failure in itself highly suspect. 

48. Having read both previously withheld transcripts, I state that the 

actual reason for withholding them is an effort to prevent embarrassment and to 

hide the fact that the CIA virtually intimidated and terrified the Warren Commission. 

It misinformed and misled the Commission to avoid what was embarrassing to the CIA. 

It was in part to make such matters comprehensible that I earlier provided 

information and records that may have appeared not to be relevant but which are 

relevant and now are more relevant with what as a subject expert 1 perceive in 

these transcripts. 

49. Because I was denied discovery and live testimony, 1 took the only road 

not barricaded. 

50. The previously withheld ten pages of the January 21 transcript are 

attached as Exhibit 5. The purpose o! the discussion, in the words of the Chairman 

(on page 64), is consideration of a CIA offer of assistance: "they would like to 

have us give them certain of our records so that they can show them to some of 
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their people, namely a couple of persons who have defected from Soviet Russia." 

Commission General Counsel J. Lee Rankin described the expertise of these former 

KGB intelligence experts (on page 66): "one was in Vienna and one was in Finland 

and fairly high up in the KGB." tle added, with no omission in direct quotation, 

"The material they (i.e., the CIA) have in mind is nothing that is really 

classified ... material that Oswald wrote himself ... diary, letters and things of 

that kind...," what "could mean a yood deal to a man who is" a former Soviet 

intelligence expert who had been "lairly high up" in it. "Le is nothing that 

normally would be classified," Rankin added. (page 66) Former CIA Director Allen 

Dulles described the information as what the Commission would publish. (page 68). 

In fact, it was published in facsimile by the Commission. Within a few days of 

this discussion, some of it was leaked in a commercial venture involving about 

$25,000 and a fixing of the national mind and attitudes toward Oswald. 

51. This was the month before Nosenko defected. At that time the CIA was 

being helpful. It recommended that an official request be presented to the Soviet 

Government through the State Department. (pages 65ff.) It offered to use its KGB 

defectors for such purposes as looking for any kind of code in Oswald's writings. 

Dulles personally endorsed these defectors ~ before Nosenko defected - in these 

words: "... they have been working very closely with us, one has been working six __ 

or Seven years and one about two years." 

52. The Commission paranoia that borders on the irrational and is, I believe, 

one of the actual reasons for the withholding of these transcripts, was expressed 

by the Chairman (on page 64). Speaking of unclassified information and what the 

Commission was going to publish, he wondered aloud about "whether we should do that," 

meaning let the defected KGB experts examine the unsecret and unclassified material, 

a "without taking some very careful precautions His reason, suppose these two 

should redefect or "turn out to be counter-intelligence agents." So, "I myself 

 



question the advisability of showing these records to any defector." 

53. Soon thereafter "these records" were published in facsimile in Life 

magazine and extensively in many newspapers. 

54. General Counsel Rankin, who had already deseribed "these records" as 

not classified or classifiable, sought to reassure the Commission with regard to 

the Chairman's uneasiness: ". the C1A people say they couldn't hardly defect 

“back again without being in plenty of trouble and they don't believe there is any | 

prospect and they also say that when they have anything like that they have had 

plenty of notice in advance ... but they think that they could be very helpful 

because they can interpret these materials and suggest inquiries that we should 

make to the Soviet ..." (pages 64-5)   
55. If by any chance the formerly high-up KGB official and his associate, 

after the kind of tough testing given by the CLA before it trusts defectors with 

its own secrets, still were in any way untrustworthy and would risk being killed 

by redefecting after giving away all the KGB's secrets they could, it is obvious 

that there could be no harm from their examining in private what they soon enough 

read in the press. 

56. But the paranoid attitude, also tostered by the former CTIA Director, 

continued throughout the transcript. Commissioner Gerald Ford asked (on page 70), 

"Does it have to be a matter of record for anybody other than ourselves and he 

CIA that these individuals within their agency have perused these documents?" 

Dulles responded, "No, unless they yell." (sic) Rankin explained, "He is afraid 

they might give it away," "it" being the unclassified material that was to be 

published. Ford stated, "I see." 

57. That mature and responsible men could be so terrified of a nonexisting 

shadow - that a Presidential Commission investigating the assassination of a 

President could be rendered so impotent by irrationalities and impossibilities -



isan unusual glimpse of the inside, but it is not properly subject to classification, 

never was and contains no "Security" secrets. 

58. In all the pages of the various CIA, GSA and Department of Justice 

flilings in this cause, there is no statement that the use of defectors by Intelli- 

gence agencies is an unknown "intelligence source or method." Specifically, there 

is no nepmesentuleen that this is a CLA secret. There is no claim that it is 

subject to classification at any level. It is on pretextual and generalized 

allegations that this case has been so long-drawn-out and my rights under the Act 

denied and frustrated. The reason there is no such specific representation is that 

the CIA is well aware that I would prove it to be false swearing. The reasons for 

this include the CIA's own prior disclosure to me of its use of KGB defectors in 

precisely the manner it recommended to the Warren Commission. 

59. In partial and limited compliance with an older information request, I 

received these kinds of records from the CIA. One in particular is a record it 

had made available to the Rockefeller Commission. Earlier it was given to the 

FBI, under date of December 16, 1963. When the records of which this is part were 

provided to me, these pages (attached as Exhibit 6) weve wichnela. Under date of 

November 1, 1975, the CIA explained this withholding from me: "we were victimized 

by the reproduction process: in which two pages were somehow left out of Documents 

413-76A and 513-199B responsive to your request number I'-75-6669." (Attached | 

Exhibit 7) 

60. The first two sentences of CIA Deputy Director Helms' letter to the 

Director of the FBI reads: "Attached for your perusal are the written comments 

of a Soviet defector (obliterated) on some aspects of the assassination of President 

Kennedy. As you know (obliterated) defected from the (obliterated) about ten years 

ago." 

61. Contrary to the CIA's representations in this instant cause, this 
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record bears neither a classification stamp nor indication of the withholding 

of any classification stamp. 

62. Directions for the routing of copies, mostly withheld, do not include 

the Warren Commission. 

63. If the fact of use of information obtained from Soviet defectors was 

ever classified or subject to classification, this record and the covering letter 

to me establish that from prior diselosSure to me three years ago the CIA itself 

revealed the information. 1 believe this means that any CLA or GSA representation 

to the contrary or any claim lo classification or to need to withhold from alleged 

fear of disclosing "intelligence sources and methods" is a fraudulent 

misrepresentation. 

64. It is well known that Anatoli Golitsin is a Soviet KGB defector. His 

name fits the spaces in Exhibit 6 from which the typing is obliterated. The space 

in Exhibit 6 for the place from which the defector defected fits "Finland," from 

which one of the two defectors the CIA wanted to provide "information" to the 

Warren Commission did defect. ‘The time of defection approximates the above-quoted 

Dulles representation. 

65. As l informed this Court in February 1978, the ClA had abundant reason 

from Epstein's earlier writing and sycophancy to expect him to write as it liked. 

It provided him with information it relused (and still refuses) to provide to me 

under my prior information requests. 

66. It now appears that Lhe CIA's spoonfeeding of Epstein includes what 

was withheld from the January 21 transeript as well as that of June 23. 

67. On page 27 of Legend (Exhibit 8) he identifies Golitsin by name and by 

the code name of "Stone," both sworn to be scerets that the CLA claims in court it   
is required to withhold. 

68. Within my experience the withholding of the names of defectors is not 
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the practice of the FBI. It also has the responsibility of protecting legitimate 

intelligence sources and methods. ‘The first record of the content that I found in 

a spot check of my files is paye 41 of the Commission file identified as CD 49. 

(Attached as Lxhlbit 9) As can be seen, the Lact that Peter S. Derjabin is “an 

admitted former Soviet intelligence officer" is neither classified nor withheld by 

the FBI nor is the fact that he was an FBI source. (The release of his testimony 

before the Senate Internal Security Committee is reported in a Los Angeles Times 

story printed in the Washington Post of November 22, 1965. ‘This also dates his 

defection as In 1955.0 Three days cartier the Post carried bls column-long letter 

headed "Penkovsky Papers Defended." His name is Anglicized to Peter Deriabin. The 
  

first sentence of his letter discloses his CIA connection: "As the translator of 

The Penkovsky Pspers ..." Naturally enough, he defends the authenticity of the 

manuscript it has since been established he and the CIA created.) 

69. According to Epstein, Golitsin "defected to the CIA from Helsinki, 

Finland" with the rank of "a major in the First Chief Directorate of the KGB." 

This conforms to the description of the defector whose name is withheld from page 

66 of the January 21 transcript, “fairly high up in the KGB." 

70. While the dating provided by Epstein, "six months before NoSenko's contact" 

with the CIA in 1962, does not conform to the ten-year time in the Helms to Hoover 

memo (Exhibit 6), it is Dulles’ “about two years" time for the second KGB defector. 

71. If the Committee's narration introducing its Nosenko day of testimony is 

correct, there were only two KGB deflectors to the CIA. Derjabin is publicly known 

to be a defector and publicly known to serve the CIA. This is established by 

published accounts that the "edited" the Penkovsky papers and by his 1965 testimony 

about the KGB, which was published by the Senate Internal Security Committee. The 

published time of his defection conforms with the earlier one Dulles reported. 

72. There is no certainty that Colitsin and Derjabin are the two defectors 
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over whom, allegedly, the CIA withheld the January 21 transcript. The readily 

available public information strongly suggests they are. Whether or not these are 

those two, the fact that this and more is publicly available about them, including 

their use by the United States, means that on this basis alone the claim to be { 

protecting "intelligence sources and methods" by the withholding is spurious. Then, 

of course, the KGB is only too aware of its defections. What is withheld is not 

withheld from the KGB. 

73. Golitsin argues in accord with the pretext of the CrA's ultras that 

Nosenko had been dispatched by the KGB to "disinform' about Oswald and the assassi- 

nation of the President. The political preconceptions and prejudices presented as 

impartial "analysis" in Exhibit 6 coincide with the views, indeed the campaign 

attributed to Golitsin. 

74. Those who espoused these beliefs and subjected Nosenko to the unprecedented 

mistreatment the CIA itself described through its official spokesman Hart as the 

worst thing he had heard of about the C1A and as subhuman were James Jesus Angleton, 

who was Counterintelligence chicf under Deputy Director and later Director Helms, 

and the deputy chief of the Soviet section. (art did not provide his name. It 

was reported in the press as Pete Bagley.) Information about Golitsin provided by   
Nosenko is described by Epstein, for whom Angleton was a major source, as "incon- 

clusive and essentially irrelevant." (page 261, attached as Exhibit 10) — 

75. The doubt created about Nosenko's bona fides by those who had other than 

dispassionate reasons for creating this doubt permeates the transcript of June 23. 

It accounts for the failure of the Warren Commission Lo question Nosenko or to use 

the information he provided to the IKI as investigatory leads. Without any evidence 

and contrary to the available evidence, these political paranoids believed that 

Oswald was a KGB agent sent back to the United States to assassinate the President. 

Epstein, pretending otherwise, says the same thing in the book the CIA made possible 

for him. (Transcript attached as Exhibit 10-A) 
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76. Bianfaacion vif the June 23 transcript discloses no classified or classi- 

fiable information and no information not long within the public domain, except 

for the successes of the CIA in terrifying the members of the Commission into 

irrational fears and an avoidance of their responsibility Lo investigate fully Lhe 

assassination of the President. 

77. The transcript begins (page 7641) with indication there was prior 

discussion regarded as requiring even more security than the original "TOP SECRET" 

classification: 

(Members present: Chief Justice Warren and Representative Ford.) 

The Chairman. “2 the record. 

78. At this point Ford appears to be resuming what was discussed earlier, 

his account of having just received "a number" of lengthy staff papers and that in 

one of "about 170 some pages - in the first 120 or 130 pages, I noticed at least 10 

references, as I recall, to Mr. Mesenko's views." (Throughout the name is 

misspelled.) 

79. In his speech that continues almost without interruption for four pages, 

Ford also said about Nosenko, “oor have J seen any I'.R.1. or C.J.A. reports on 

him.'' This means that not fewer than three Bl reports were not provided to a 

member of the Commission. 

80. Mr. Ford did not provide his sources to the Chairman/Chief Justice PMes 

stating, "I have been led to believe, by people who | beliewe know, that there is 

a grave question about the reliability of Mr. Mesenko being a bona fide defector." 

81. Ford was determined that the Commission make no use of any information 

provided by Nosenko even if the information were proven to be accurate: 

Now, if he is not a bona fide defector, then under no circumstances 

should we uSe anything he says about Oswald or anything else in the record, 

and even if he is subsequently proven to be a bona fide defector, I would 

have grave questions about the utilization ol what he says concerning 

Oswald. 
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(The transcript reflects that at this point Dulles entered the room.) 

82. Ford stated the Angleton/Bagley view From within the CIA, "that Mr. 

Mesenko could very well be a plant" for “other reasons" as well as "for the Oswald 

case." tle concelved that this would be "a very easy thing tor the Soviet Union." 

He stated with judicial impartiality in this period prior to the beginning of any 

Commission investigation or the taking of its first testimony that one reason would 

be "to extricate themselves from any implication in the assassination." (page 7641) 

83. Covering both ways, Ford plowed his) furrow in the opposite direction just 

before the end of the session: 

But for us to ignore the fact that an agency of the Government has 

a man who says he knows something about Oswald's life in the Soviet Union, 

we Ought to say something about it - either say we are not in a position to 
say it is reliable, it may develop that he was or wasn't reliable. But for 

us just to ignore the fact, when we know somebody in the Government has 
information from a person who was in Russia and who alleges he knows 

something about Oswald would be unfortunate. (page 7648) 

84. The Chairman agreed, as he had earlier, rephrasing what Ford said and 

obtaining confirmation for his "idea:" the crux of the whole matter is that 

the Report should be clear that we cannot vouch for the testimony (sic) of Mr. 

Mesenko." (Nosenko was not a witness, although the FBI arranged for him to testify 

in secret.) The "idea" is "clear" in the Report: There is no mention of Nosenko at 

all, what Ford wanted to begin with and ended up saying would be "unfortunate." 

Rankin then said, "The staff was very much worried about just treating it as though 

we never heard anything about it, and having Something develop later on that would 

cause everybody to know that there was such information and that we didn't do 

anything about it ..." (pages 7648-9) 

85. Ford enlarged upon this: "I think you have got to analyze this in two 

ways. One, if he is bona fide, then what he knows could be helpful. But in the 

alternative, if he is not bona fide, if he is a plant, we would have to take a much 

different view at what he said and why he is here." 
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86. Rankin then stated that this "is one of the things that I inquired into, 

in trying to find out from the C.1.A., as to whether or not he might have been 

planted for the purposes of furnishing this information ... Mr. Coleman and Mr. 

Slawson ... assured me that he had been what they called "dangled before them, ' 

before the assassination occurred, for several months." (pages 4649-50) 

87. This is factually incorrect, an error Ford reenforced immediately: 

"It is my best recollection that he was actually a defector some time in December." 

Nosenko was working for the CIA inside the Soviet Union beginning in 1962. He then 

stated firmly that he would never defect and leave his family behind. His actual 

defection, not "dangled" but entirely unexpected, was in February 1964, which is 

after, not before the assassination. (page 7650) 

88. Dulles expressed the view that prevailed: "I doubt whether we should let 

the name Mesenko get into the printed report." (page 7644) 

89. This is not because the Soviet Government did not know about the Nosenko 

defection. It was very public as the transcript reflects at several points. 

90. Rankin said that "there will be people, in the light of the fact that 

this was a public defection, that has been well publicized in the press, who will 
  

wonder why he was never called before the Commission." (emphasis added, page 7645) 

Ford said that "the original press releases were to the afbnet that he was a highly 

significant catch ... There was great mystery about this defection, because the 

Soviet Union made such a protest —- they west to the Swiss Government, as I recall, 

and raised the devil about it." (page 7650. Nosenko defected to the CIA in Geneva, 

Switzerland. ) 

91. Despite the fact that Nosenko's name was public, Helms did not want it 

used. He phoned Rankin just a few minutes prior to this "top secret" executive 

session to discuss Nosenko. Rankin told the Commission, "I just received a call 

from Mr. Helms ... he learned that we even had papers that the Commissioners were 
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looking at. And Mr. Helms said that he thought that it shouldn't even be circulated 

to the Commissioners, for fear it might get out, about the name Nosenko, and what 

we received." (emphasis added, payes 7645-6) 

y2. Lt there was any Commission tudfgnation, tt will have to be read tite 

the Chairman's words, "Well, that name has been in the papers, hasn't it?" 

93. Helms also had a proposal for the Commission as an alternative to perform= 

ing its duty to investigate leads. In Rankin's words, "And he said would it help 

if Mr. McCone sent a letter to the Chic! Justice as Chairman of the Commission asking 

that no reference to Mesenko be used. And | said, 'I think that would be helpful 

to the Commission,’ because then the Commission would have this position of the CTA 

on record ..." (pages 7645-6. John MeCone was then Director of Central Intelligence.) 

94. “Rankin had hardly finished repeating the CIA's request for suppression 

and offer of a letter to cover the Commission when Dulles objected strongly: 

I would like to raise the question whether we would like to have a 

letter, though, in our files asking us not to use it. It might look to 

somebody as though this were an altenpt by the C.I.A. to bring pressure on 

us not to use a certain bit of information. (page 7647) 

95. Without any ClA incriminating letter in the Commission's files, this is 

precisely what happened. Lt began almost as soon as the Bl arranged for Nosenko 

to testify before the Comission. 1t was accomplished in a redraft of the 

"Foreign Conspiracy" part of the Commission's Report that was written and retyped 

before July 17, 1964, as the stat! memorandum attached as Exhibit 11 establishes. 

The editing was by Howard Willens, a respected lawyer who then was on loan to the 

Commission from the Department of Justice. He was not assigned to the "foreign 

conspiracy" team. This memorandum is from the junior member of that team to its 

senior member, later a Cabinet member in the Nixon and Ford administrations. W. 

David Slawson informed-William I’. Coleman that "all references to the 'secret 

Soviet Union source’ have been omitted." '



96. "Eliminated" is more accurate than "omitted" because this part of the 

Report had been written with Nosenko included. Ford's objection on the very first 

page included reference to Nosenko as "the basis upon which these statements are 

included in the proposed draft." 

97. None of the information in this transcript is or has been secret. This 

information also is public in available Commission records and in some books. 

98. As early as March 12, 1964, a few days after the FBI arranged for Nosenko 

to testify, Helms and two CIA associates had already begun to talk the Commission 

out of any Nosenko interest. All reference to this was suppressed until July 11, 

1973, when Exhibit 12 was made available. Most of this excision was eB Loted on 

January 24, 1975, (Exhibit 13) thus disclosing for the first time the CIA's 

"recommendation ++. that the Commission await further developments" on Nosenko. 

This "recommendation" does not appear to qualify for "TOP SECRET" withholding. 

99. These exhibits also establish that years after the CIA concluded that 

Nosenko was a legitimate defector, was employing him and paid him a king's ranson, 

the CIA was making a "national security" claim for information that does no more 

than report the beginning of its successful effort to influence the content of the 

Commission's work and Report. 

100. The transcript is almost totally void on Nosenko's information. There 

is only a vague reference to Oswald's life in Russia. If any other information was 

discussed, it is not recorded in the transcript. The transcript does begin after 

the session began. At the end of what is in the transcript, the Commission did not 

- adjourn. It took a recess. But there is no further text. 

101. What concerned the Angletonian wing of the CIA and caused all the 

commotion over NoSenko is their political concoction, not intelligence analysis, 

that Nosenko had been dispatched by the Soviet Union to plant "disinformation" 

about Oswald, an alleged KGB involvement with him and the possibility that the 

22 

er
 
or

rr
se

rr
rn



KGB was responsible for the assassination through Oswald. 

102. Aside from the conditions of Nosenko's three years. of CIA solitary 

confinement, the only subject about which Hart was questioned before the Committee 

ts whether or not Nosenko war dependable. When what is totally omitted in alld of 

this is considered (see paragraph 107 below), there is, I believe, a reasonable 

question of whether history would have been different if these transcripts and still 

withheld related information had not been withheld from me. 

103. Allegedly, the major doubts about Nosenko's bona fides were over his 

statement that his partial review of the KGB's Oswald file when flown to Moscow 

from Minsk disclosed no KGB interest in Oswald and that it had not attempted a 

formal debriefing. The predominating Augleton-Bagley interpretation is that this 

was impossible because Oswald possessed important military intelligence information 

and that therefore Nosenko was lying. Although nobody ever gets around to being 

specific about what real secrets Oswald knew and could have told the Russians, it 

is implied that Oswald's radar knowledge included what the Russians did not know. 

The reason there are no Specifics is because this is not true. Oswald's knowledge 

of what was not Secret was of no value to the KGB. His knowledge of radar codes 

was valueless because it was certain that with Oswald's supposed but never formalized 

"defection" these codes would be changed immediately, as ehey were. 

104. What it is alleged the KGB did not do - evaluate Oswald's potential 

usefulness to it - in fact it did do, covertly. One reason there was no overt KGB 

debriefing is because its preliminary inquiry, which was known to the CIA, disclosed 

that Oswald was what the Warren Commission also concluded he was, an unstable person. 

105. The CIA's major interest, which became the Committee's major interest, 

was in purging itself of the abusive and unconstitutional way in which it had 

conducted its "model" treatment of Nosenko. While it is not easy to stretch or 

twist this to fit a legislative purpose limited to inquiry into the assassination 
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of President Kennedy, the Committee glowed in scare headlines and the CIA pulled a 

large and successful diversion, as will be stated in what follows. (see paragraph 

107) 

106. The CIA also used this forum and the nationwide attention it received 

to make unequivocal its official, anti~Angleton conclusion of almost a decade ago, 

that Nosenko was an authentic detector and a dependable intelligence expert. In 

fact, it has paid him for services rendered during the past 12 years. It employs 

him today as a consultant at a salary of $35,327.00 a year. The data it provided 

to the Committee and the Committee released does not tabulate all Nosenko received. 

Congressman Harold Sawyer estimated that it was about a half-million ‘dollars, 

including allowances, salaries and benefits. 

107. With Nosenko's dependability firmly, officially and expensively 

established, neither the CIA witnesses nor the Committee alluded to other and totally 

ignored information Nosenko gave the FBI, the opposite of Oswald as a KGB operative   
- the KGB suspicion that Oswald was an "American agent in place," also known as a 

"sleeper agent." 

108. There also is no reference to the Suspicion that Oswald was an American 

agent in the June 23 transcript. So that the Court may know some of what was 

readily available to the Commission in 1964, to the Committee in 1978, and the CIA 
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still withholds from me, I attach two of the FBI's reports as Exhibits 14 and 15. 

109. As is shown in Exhibit 4, the staff memorandum of the day after the 

Nosenko executive session, the Commission's January paranoia was partly overcome 

and "Nosenko was shown certain portions of our file on Oswald." (page 2, final 

paragraph) Nosenko told the Commission that Oswald's support from the USSR Red 

Cross, of 90 rubles a wench, “was probably the minimum." (emphasis in original) 

110. " Nosenko did not represent to the Commission that he had examined the 

entire KGB file. He made it clear that he was not aware of the results of all 
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surveillances on Oswald in the USSR. (Exhibit 4, page 3) 

111. Rather than having no intelligence estimate of Oswald, this’ staff memo 

states that the KGB obtained its information by a number of means without subjecting 

the suspected Oswald Lo a formal Tntertogattou. A lormal KGB questloning would 

have told Oswald he was suspected. It would not be a normal practice if he were to 

be watched as a Suspect without being tuld that he was under eusptoton. The 

Commission staff report discloses how the KGB formed its appraisal of Oswald: "The 

KCB in Moscow, after analyzing Oswald through various interviews und confidential 
  

informants, determined that Oswald was of no use to them and that he appeared 

‘somewhat abnormal.'" (emphasis added, from page 3) 

112. The Intourist interpreter assigned to Oswald also was KGB. 

113. What is never stated and to the best of my knowledge is included in my 

writing only is that Oswald was anti-Soviet. A reference in the KGB Minsk file that 

worried KGB Moscow after the President was assassinated is that someone in Minsk 

had tried to "influence Oswald in the right direction." The KGB Moscow fear was 

that, despite its orders to watch Oswald and not do anything else, an effort might 

have been made to recruit him. In the words of Exhibit 4 (page 4), "It turned out 

that all this statement referred to was that an uncle of Marina Oswald, a lieutenant 

colonel in the local militia at Minsk, bad approached Oswald and suggested that he 

not be too critical of the Soviet Union when he returned to the United States." 

114. In the many assassination mythologies, Marina Oswald's uncle's local 

militia job has been converted into his having a significant KGB intelligence rank. 

115. In my first book, which was completed about February 15, 1965, I concluded 

from the Commission's own published evidence that Oswald's career in New Orlenas, 

after he returned from the USSR, was consistent only with what in intelligence is 

called establishing a cover. 

116. In my first and third books | yo into detail, again from what was made 
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public by the Commission, about Oswald's anti-Soviet and anti-U.S. Communist 

writing. In his notes, later published by the Commission, Oswald berated the 

Russians as "fat stinking politicians." The American Communists he declared had 

"betrayed the working class." His tavottte book was the antl-Communise classic, 

George Orwell's The Animal Farm. 

117. Whether or not it is believed that Oswald was anti-Communist, as from 

my Own extensive work I believe he was, it remains unquestioned that Nosenko stated 

the KGB suspected him as an American sleeper agent; that he told this to the FBI, 

which told the Commission; that on March 4, 1964, the FBI got Nosenko to agree to 

testify in secret before the Commission; that C1A efforts to abort this are recorded 

as beginning not later than a week later; that on April 4, 1964, the CIA made 

Nosenko totally unavailable by beginning his three years of illegal and abusive 

solitary confinement that day; and that none of this, which is not secret, is 

included in the June 23, 1964, transcript which was held secret and was denied to 

me for a decade. 

118. It is in this context that other facts require examination for what I 

believe is relevant, motive for the unjustified withholding of this transcript from 

me and the misrepresentation and false swearing employed to accomplish the end that 

now, from examination of the transcript, can be seen is amt a proper end. 

119. The CIA officials who were in a liaison role with the Warren Commission 

were not of its intelligence component. ‘They were from Plans, the Helms dirty- 

works or operational part. The Angleton Counterintelligence Staff, under Helms, 

handled most of it. It is one of these people who told the reporter cited above 

that spurious claims were made to withhold this transcript merely because the CIA 

wanted to withhold it and despite the fact that no exemption applied. These are the 

same people who "reviewed" these transcripts and directed GSA to withhold them. 

120. Those who created doubts about Nosenko and are responsible for the 
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"model" treatment he received and its exceplLionally long duration are Angleton and 

Bagley, Deputy Chief of the Soviet Russia function, according to the testimony 

of the CIA's official spokesman, Hart. 

V21. Uf Ouwald had been serving au Amettoan fatelbigence Tnterest, a8 formes 

CIA Director Dulles told his fellow Warren Commissioners, the USSR is not within 

the FBI's jurisdiction and is within the jurisdiction of the CIA. 

122. This was in the formerly "Top Secret" transcript of the January 27, 

1964, executive session, the one referred to fn Exhibits Ll and 2.) That transcript 

also was classified and withheld from me by false representation about its "security" 

nature until the case was scheduled to go before this Court, when it was given to 

me as an alternative after GSA prevailed before the district court. It was at this 

session that Dulles described false swearing as CIA patriotism. Once again, when 

it was possible to examine the transcript, there was nothing in it that qualified 

for classification and there was much in it that was embarrassing to the CIA and 

to Commissioner Ford, who then was also House Minority Leader. 

123. The foregoing information can be arranged in another manner to reflect 

motive for withholding these transcripts when they did not quality for withholding 

and were required to be released to me: 

1. Nosenko was a productive CIA agent-in-place inside the KGB, 

beginning in 1962. His work was within the responsibilities of the 
Angleton and Bagley part of the CTA. 

2. Oswald was accused of assassinating President Kennedy on 

November 22, 1963. 

3. Nosenko defected to the CIA in February 1964, meaning to the 

Angleton-Bagley part of the CTIA. 

4. Nosenko was made available to the FBI in late February and 

early March of 1964. He told the FBI and the FBI told the Commission that 

the KGB suspected Oswald was an American agent-in-place or "sleeper" agent, 

which would have meant for the Bagley-Angleton part of the CIA. 

5. This also meant that the alleged Presidential assassin was 

suspected of a CIA connection, or an Angleton-Bagley connection. 

6. Immediately after Nosenko agreed to testify in secret to the 

Warren Commission, a CIA delegation headed by Helms, then Deputy Director 

for Plans and Angleton's superior, Started to talk the Warren Commission 

into ignoring NosSenko and what he stuted he knew, including that Oswald 

was suspected of being an American agent. 
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7. Immediately after this the CIA, under Angleton-Bagley pressure 
and persuasion, incarcerated Nosenko illegally and for three years under 
eruel and brutal conditions, making him unavailable to the Warren Commission 
throughout its life (and for several years thereafter). 

8. After this abusive treatment of Nosenko, during which his life 
and sanity each were in danger from the same CIA people, the CIA decided, 
officially, that Nosenko was yenuine in his defeetlon and so valuable and 
trustworthy an expert that he received a large sum of federal money and 
remains a CIA consultant. 

9. By this time there was no Presidential Commission, no other 

official investigation of the assassination of President Kennedy, but the 
CIA withheld all relevant records under claim to "national security" need. 
What has been forced free of CIA false claims to "national security" 
discloses that there is not and never was any basis for the claim. 

10. When there was no of ficial investigation and when for a decade 

I tried to obtain these records, Lhe same CIA people who are responsible 

for the catalogue of horrors tabulated above succeeded in withholding these 

records, including the two transcripts involved in this instant cause, 

because these same people also were the CIA's "reviewing" authority. 

ll. This is to say that the CIA people who may have pasts and 

records to hide are those who were able to misuse FOLA and the courts to 

hide their pasts and records and any possible involvement with the accused 
assassin Oswald and that the CIA on higher level permitted this. 

124. Whether or not Nosenko was either dependable or truthful, his allegation 

required investigation by the Presidential Commission charged with the responsibility 

of making a full and complete investigation of the assassination. The. Commission 

did not have to believe a word Nosenko uttered but it had the obligation of taking 

his testimony and then, if it believed discounting his testimony was proper, not 

paying any attention to it. Whether or not the Commission took Nosenko's testimony 

and whether or not it then believed anything he said, the Commission had before it - 

and under CIA pressure and intimidation suppressed - the allegation that the Russians 

suspected that the only accused assassin had been an American agent. This also 

required investigation. But there was no investigation. For the CIA there was the 

substitution of an affidavit by its Director, who stated that Oswald was not his 

agent. As Dulles told the Commission on January 27, 1964, when perpetual secrecy 

was expected, both the FBI and the CIA would lie about this. (If Oswald had been 

connected with the CIA, that would have been when Dulles was Director.) 

125. The CIA is the country's foremost expert in the fabrication of covers. 
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The cover story fabricated by those of the motive and record stated above is that 

the KGB had to misinform the United States about the conspiracy aspect of the 

assassination. The inference is that, with Oswald having Lived in Russia and with 

Oswald the only offictal candidate for assassin, the KGB was responsible for the 

assassination. (The Ford attribution of KGB motive, provided "by people I believe 

know," is "to extricate themselves from any implication in the assassination.") 

The cover is diaphanous. If the KGB had been connected with the assassination — 

and there Ls no rational basis even for suspecting ft £rom the unquestLonable 

evidence - it still had no necd to run the great risk of sending a disinformation 

agent. The reason is known to subject experts. Tt should have been known to the 

Commission and its staff, to the FBI and to the CIA. 

126. The most obvious reason is that the official no-conspiracy conclusion 

had already been leaked and was never altered. 

127. Throughout the entire course of the Warren Commission's life, there 

was systematic leaking of this lone-nut-assassin, no-conspiracy predetermination. 

The first major leak was of the report President Johnson ordered the FBI to make 

before he decided on a Presidential Commission. This report, which is of five bound 

volumes subsequently identified as Commission Document 1" or CD1, is actually an 

anti-Oswald diatribe that is virtual ly barren on the ovine itself. This remained 

secret until after the end of the Commission's life. ‘his report is so devoid of 

factual content that it does not even mention all the President's known wounds. 

Nonetheless, especially because of secrecy and Commission complacency, it became the 

basis of the Commission's ultimate conclusions. 

128. The basis conclusions of this five-volume FBI Presidential report were 

leaked about December 5, 1963. The next day, at a Commission executive session, 

then Deputy Attorney General Katzenbach told the Commissiom members that the FBI 

itself had leaked the no-conspiracy conclusions of its report. The text of this 
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FBI report did-not even reach the Commission until December 9, four days after the 

leak. The leak, as published, represented the Oswald-alone, no-conspiracy conclusion 

as the official FBI conclusion. 

129. The CTA's contrivance, which could have incinerated the world, piesup= 

poses that the KGB did assassinate the President. If the KGB had not it had neither 

motive nor need for the CIA's fabricated cover story on Nosenko, that he had come 

to spread KGB disinformation about the assassination. 

130. But even if the KGB had been responsible for the assassination, from the 

time of the leak of the FBI's no-conspiracy conclusions, there was no reason the 

KGB had to believe there would be any other conclusion. There thus was no February 

need to send a disinformation agent, a project that was at best risky in the 

extreme when the official "no conspiracy" conclusion had been public ‘knowledge 

since early December. Nosenko did withstand three years of subhuman abuse In soll- 

tary confinement. Despite psychological Lortures executed with the incredible 

attention to detail to which the CIA ultimately confessed in its successful misdi- 

rection of the House Committee, Nosenko was shown to be not a KGB disinformation 

agent but an authentic anti-Soviet defector and an extremely valuable expert on 

Soviet intelligence. It is not likely that any disinformation agent, anyone not 

genuinely anti-Soviet and truthful, could have survived this intense and continuous 

abuse and cross-examination. Any intelligence agency attempting this could expect 

similar treatment to that accorded Nosenko. [Lt would be tempting almost unimaginable 

disaster. It would have been the ultimate in foolhardiness and pointlessness. 

131. Although the CIA's Nosenko cover story is transparently thin, it 

Succeeded with the terrified Warren Commission in 1964 and it succeeded with the 

House Committee in 1978. Both totally ignored the lingering unresolved question of 

Oswald, the only accused assassin of the President, as an American rather than a 

KGB agent. 
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132. The self-portrait of the confused, terrified and unreasoning Commission 

in these two transcripts can perhaps explain its abdication. No such explanation is 

available for the CIA or the House Committee, which had the largest investigative 

approprlatlon fn the history of the Congress and was nol subject to the pressures 

that existed at the time of the assassination. 

133. This Commission self-portrait, however, is not within any exemption of 

the Act. 

134. CIA misconduct, paranoia and failings also are not within any exemption 

of the Act. 

135. One current purpose fecomplished by withholding these Lranscrlpts from 

me until after the House Committee held its Nosenko hearings was to make it, 

possible for the Committee to ignore what the Commission ignored, which is what 

the CIA wanted and wants to be ignored. With any prior public attention to the 

content of these transcripts, ignoring what Nosenko could have testified to, 

especially suspicion the only accused Presidential assassin was an agent of American 

intelligence, would have been impossible. A public investigation also would have 

been difficult to avoid. 

136. As of the time I prepare this affidavit, I am aware that some pages of 

what I understand is other than the official transcript of the Hart testimony are 

attached to the Motion. Their content is unknown to me because the government 

mailed neither the Motion nor these excerpts to me, despite a prior arrangement 

with the Civil Division and the office of the United States Attorney. I learned 

of the decision to release these two transcripts when my counsel phoned me to inform 

me of it on the afternoon of October 16. | asked him to ascertain when and under 

what conditions. Although the Motion concludes (page 6, Paragraph 13) "copies of 

the two newly released transcripts will be forwarded to Plaintiff-Appellant as soon 

as possible," government counsel could not inform my counsel of the time and 
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conditions of providing copies and, despite a promise to try to call back before 

the end of the day, did not. I therefore asked my counsel to phone GSA counsel. 

My counsel then learned that copies would be made generally available, meaning to 

others as well as to me, at noon the next day. |t then was GSA'S play eo mail me a 

copy, whereas others could have carlier access by merely going to the Archives and 

picking up a copy. Under these conditions I was apprehensive about what is not 

uncommon in my experience, the misuse of the Act and of releases under the Act for 

news management. This has become a standard means of misleading the press and the 

country about fukornation that is politically sensitive and potentially embarrassing 

to officialdom. 

137. I therefore arranged to make personal pickup of the transcripts and to 

provide copies of them to the press a few hours thereafter, on the afternoon of 

October 17. 

138. My counsel did not receive the mailed copy of the Motion and attachments 

until October 19. Not having received any copy earlier, he went to the courthouse, 

obtained a copy of the Motion and mailed it to me on October 18. It reached me for 

my use in preparing this affidavit on October 19. On that day my counsel also 

informed me that response is due within a week. ‘his is little time for one who is 

Separated from his counsel by 50 miles and is no longer able to drive his own car 

that distance. It therefore may be impossible for my counsel to review this 

affidavit before he must file it. It has been impossible for me to consult with him 

about each of the points I raise. 

139. 1 understand that Defendant-Appellee's selection from Committee testimony 

is from the Hart testimony only. The Committee took other relevant testimony, from 

former CIA Director Helms and from Nicholas Katzenbach, who was Deputy Attorney 

General at the time of the assassination and was Attorney General when Nosenko was 

iven the CIA's "model" defector treatment. 8 
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140. At one point in Katzenbach's testimony he stated that one of the 

Matters about which the CIA consulted him is "suppressing books." 

141. I believe this Katzenbach testimony, that the CIA sought the help of the 

Attorney General tu suppresidny boolei, ts retevant not only because ft fa rembndsecut 

of my own past experiences but because what the CIA has done with regard to these 

Warren Commission transcripts is arrange for chele suppression. The CIA contrived 

false justifications and claims to exemption that it is now apparent were never 

justified. Its claims, made under oath and through counsel, are baseless. There 

is no "national security" content in these transcripts. There is no "disclosure" 

in them of any unknown "intelligence sources and methods." 

142. This is consistent with my long and costly experience in seeking public 

information that officialdom can consider embarrassing. Officials make pretextual 

claims; provide false and conclusory affidavits; persuade the courts’to consider 

Summary Judgment when, as is inevitable, material facts are and remain in dispute; 

frustrate discovery and defeat the functioning of the adversary system, which I 

believe from my experience is essential to the full and accurate informing of the 

courts; and by these and other means that are possible for those who are well- 

staffed and immune from prosecution succeed in defeating the purposes of the Act 

and in making use of the Act for the obtaining of public’ information prohibitively 
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costly and inordinately burdensome for requesters. Officials have converted the 

amended Act into an instrument for withholding what the Act requires to be disclosed. 

(Unjustified delay is a form of withholding and denying.) 

| 143. If it had been public knowledge.at the time of the investigation of the 

assassination of the President that the CIA had, by the devices normally employed 

by such agencies against enemies, arranged for the Presidential Commission not to 

conduct a full investigation, there would have been considerable turmoil in the 

country. If, in addition, it had been known publicly that there was basis for 
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inquiring into a CIA connection with the accused assassin and that the CIA also had 

frustrated this, the commotion would have been even greater. 

144. At the time of my initlal requests for these withheld transcripts, there 

was great public interest in and media aLltention to the subject of political assas- 

sinations. If the CIA had not succeeded in suppressing these enememctyres by misuse 

of the Act through that period, public and media knowledge of the meaning of the 

contents now disclosed would have directed embarrassing attention to the CIA. There 

is the continuing doubt about actual motive in suppressing any investigation of any 

possible CIA connection with the accused assassin. If such questions had been 

raised at or before the time of the Watergate scandal and disclosure of the CIA's 

illegal and {improper involvement [In it, the reaction would have been strong and 

serious. This reaction would have been magnified because not long thereafter the 

CIA could no longer hide its actual involvement in planning and trying to arrange 

for a series of political assassinations. 

145. All of this and other possible consequences and the reforms they might 

have brought to pass were avoided - frustrated - by the misrepresentations used to 

suppress these transcripts and to frustrate the purposes of the Act. These purposes 

include letting the people know what their government is doing and has done so that 

popular will may be expressed. _ 

146. I belive the foregoiny Paragraphs of this affidavit make it apparent 

that fraud was perpetrated on me and on the courts. I believe that, because I am 

in a public rather than a personal role in this matter, the people also were 

defrauded. 

147. From my experiences, which are extensive, 1 believe that these practices 

will never end, there being no end to varying degrees of official misconduct, as 

long as there is official immunity for misrepresenting to or defrauding the courts 

and requesters. 

34



148. From my experience I also believe that when the district courts cannot 

or do not take testimony, when they do not assure the vigorous functioning of 

adversary justice and when they enterlain Motions for Summary Judgment while 

material facts are in dispute, the Act is effectively negated. The benefits to the 

proper working of decent society that accrue to the Act are denied. ‘The cost to 

any person seeking public information becomes prhibitive. The time required for 

a writer like me makes writing impossible. (1 have one case still not finally 

decided eight years afler the first complaint was filed and another that Ls without 

compliance after three years before a district court.) 

149. While in my efforts [| am handicapped by lack of means, age and the 

state of my health, I am separated from counsel by only50 miles. If I were an 

American living in Alaska or Hawaii or any other remote place and if I had not spent 

an intensive decade and a half in diligent study, investigation and quest for with- 

held public information, no matter how young, vigorous or wealthy I might be, it 

would have been impossible for me to obtain these records or to inform this Court 

as I have sought to inform it. 

150. From my experience what this means is that the executive agencies, 

which have public information they want to hide and suppress, are able to do this 

because the district courts have, in effect, permitted them to rewrite the Act, to 

nullify the adversary system, to commit offenses and be immune from it (as is 

Briggs in swearing that the unheard-of abuse of Nosenko for three years is "model" 

treatment) and with it all to blot out the cleansing and healing rays of the sun of 

exposure that the Act can be for the curing of official wrongdoing. Perfection is 

not a state of man but healing is essential to life. A viable, healthy Act can 

mean a healthier nation and a government more worthy of public faith and trust. 

| 151. The wrongful purposes of the improper withholding have been accomplished. 

What has been done cannot be undone. But what the courts can do can discourage 
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similar future abuses. 

152. This is the second time GSA and the CIA have bled me of time and means 

to deny me nonexempt Warren Commission executive session transcripts. ‘They dragged 

me from court to court to delay and withhold by delaying. In each cole, both 

stonewalled until the last minute before this Court would have been involved. In 

each case, rather than risk permitting this Court to consider the issues and examine 

official conduct, which is really misconduct, I was just given what had for so long 

and at such cost to me been denied to me. My experience makes it certain that this 

is an effective nullification of the Act, which requires promptness. It becomes 

an official means of frustrating writing that exposes official error and is 

embarrassing to officials. It thus becomes a substitute for First Amendment denial. 

They can and they do keep me overloaded with responses to long and spurious 

affidavits of many attachments. With the other now systematized devices for 

noncompliance, these effectively consume most of my time. At my age and in my 

condition, this means most of what time remains to me. My experience means that, 

by use of federal power and wealth, the executive agencies can convert the Act into 

an instrument for suppression. With me they have done this. My experience with 

all these agencies makes it certain that there is no prospect of Spontaneous 

reform. As long as the information I seek is potentially embarrassing or can bring 

to light official error or misconduct relating in any way to the aspects of my work 

that are sensitive to the investigative and intelligence agencies, in the absence 

of sanctions their policy will not change and the courts and I will remain reduced 

to the ritualized dancing of stately steps to the repetitious tunes of these 

official pipers. 

153. From my subject-matter knowledge, I believe that the May 19 transcript 

remains withheld from me because of similar impositions upon the district court, 

which is not a subject expert and denied itself the benefit of expert advice or 
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guidance. From my subject knowledge 1 believe that what remains withheld in the 

May 19 transcript is actually within the public domain save for the precise words 

used. I believe the actual reason for the withholding is similar to the facts 1 

set forth in this affidavit. In addition, there is the potential for embarrassment 

of a prominent political personage. ‘The legislative history of the Act is explicit 

on this - the Act may not be used to withhold what is officially embarrassing. 

154. After I prepared this affidavit I received from my counsel a xerox copy 

of the Motion and aLtachments as mailed to him. Tn seeking the description of the 

Committee "transcript," which 1 found on page 5, the last sentence in Paragraph 10, 

I noticed that, for whatever and perhaps an innocent reason, this page is not 

identical with the copy my counsel obtained for me from the Clerk of the Court. 

The difference is in the top line on this page. In the mailed copy there is a blank 

Space that does not exist in Lhe Court's copy. 

155. The language used is "A partial transcript of the hearings (sic) at 

which the report was summarized and at which Mr. Hart testified is attached to 

this motion." 

156. This is misleading. It is not faithful to fact. It is used to convey 

the false impression that Hart testified to what is at issue in and over the with- 

holding of the two Commission transcripts. In fact, there is no content in this 

"transcript" that relates to the January 21 transcript and there is no real rele- 

vance to the June 23 transcript. ‘There is no mention of either. With regard to the 

June 23 transcript, there also is no use of any of its content. There is no direct 

or indirect disclosure of anything in it that was previously unknown. There are a 

few general comments it may be hoped the Court will interpret as coming from that 

session, but this is not so. ‘These few comments come from what was already within 

the public domain. The actuality is that there is not even a reasonable inference 

of any relevance of the Hart testimony or the Committee's introduction to it to 
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either of the Commission transcripts. 

157. While the Motion does not state any purpose for which this "transcript" 

is attached, the sense in which it is used is to lead the Court to believe that 

this "transcript" confirms the fact of relevant Hart disclosures that eliminated 

the alleged need to withhold the two Commission transcripts. This is not in any 

sense true. 

158. Most of what is included in the "transcript" relates to Nosenko's 

biography and the questioning he underwent during his captivity. Neither is 

relevant. Neither here nor at the hearing was there reference to the suspicion 

about Oswald's relations with American intelligence. Hart stated he would not 

testify to anything related to Oswald and he did not. 

159. What is called a "transcript" is only a few words more than one part 

of the prepared Committee press kit. That part is the previously distributed 

narration read by chief counsel. Why this is used instead of the readily available 

Committee press kit L do not know. T do know that 1t contains considerably less 

information and had to be purchased, whereas the Committee press kit is a give-away, 

a freebee. 

160. If relevance is imputed to the declassification. of. the so-called report, 

that document is not provided. What was said of it, in the "transcript" or at the 

hearing, bears no relationship to any alleged need to withhold the two Commission 

transcripts. 

161. What the Motion describes as "transcript of the hearings" (sic) is not 

that at all. It is not a xerox of the transcript by the official reporter, which 

was available to Defendant-Appellee and counsel. It is not prepared by a court 

reporter present in the hearing room. It {s typed from a tape of the broadcast 

which at one point caused an omission attributed to "technical" troubles. Rather 

than "transcript of the hearings," it is a transcript of a radio broadcast. While 
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this does not mean there is any difference in the content, which is not material 

in any event, it does give a misleading impression to anyone reading the Motion. 

Moreover, the pages of "transcript" attached end before Hart's testimony. The last 

page attached is 11. At this point the Committee was about to take a brief recess 

"so that we could prepare ourselves for proper questioning" of the testimony Hart 

had not yet begun to give. 

162. Ina sense, use of this "transeripr" discloses who the real Defendant— 

Appellee is. The client for whom this "transcript" was made by a commercial service 

which monitors broadcasts and renders other services Is not GSA. Tt is the CIA. 

"Public Affairs Staff" is a little-known cover through which for years the C1A has 

contracted these services while seeming to detach itself from any such interest. 

In fact, this is one means by which for years the CIA has been accumulating a vast 

store of transcripts of what Americans think and Say. 

163. Why the covert-minded could not simply attach the relevant pages of the 

actual and available official transcript (which would not have been any more 

relevant) I leave to the spook mind. 1 believe the accurate description of what 

is misleadingly described as "transcript of hearings" I provide is relevant to 

intent. I believe my interpretation of intent is supported by the attempt to 

mislead the Court into believing that the irrelevancy af thie attachment or of 

what Hart actually did testify to are relevant to the belated release of the 

transcripts in question when, in fact, they are not. This pretense is but another 

"Cointelpro" operation, another cover. 1f it lacks the effectiveness of a piece 

of tape on a door latch, of two-way radios not in use at the time they were needed, 

or of a once-fabled red wig and voice-alterator, perhaps this is because the 

choices were relatively few, given the fact and proofs I set forth in this 

affidavit. 
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HAROLD WEISBERG / 
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Before me this -21) : day of October 1978 Deponent Harold Weisberg 

has appeared and signed this affidavit, first having sworn that the statements 

made therein are true. 

My commission expires 
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No. 78-1731 

Exhibit 7-4 

To quin shea frou Eurold Weisberg WAT/T8 
J¥K Agsassination eucondls; 1978 request for into Given Epstein re Nosenko 
PA records 

With regard to both appeals and in general for she information and understanding 

of your staff i attuch dundbit 17 from an al'ridavit i used in CodeT5=144d_ @ case 
now before the court of apeale. After the suuwary juugement and ap.eal I presented 

new evidence to the ap,eale cuurt.e Lt reuandsed for the district court to consider 

considering the new evidence, which 4 providuu to ite Phe district court declined 

to consider this new vvidenod relating to tiw subject matter ov the hvaring oP the 
House assassins comidttee this pat vriuuy) If ueceswury I van determine the date 
not vieible on tis xv.ox of the first puge of thet rcoord. The date on Hxhibite 12 

from ths game case is carly, 198. 
Both refer to Yepartuwnt records iniown to extat wad not atovidele 
ZI do not minos words with reyara to these records ala the motive they provide 

fer the continued withholdings. The exenptions claimed are g0 clearly spurious this 

amounts to delibarate fraud. 1 have optuined tye transcript of the exscutive session 

of 1/21/64 referrred to ani printed it in fucaiaile 4a the fourth of ny whitewash 
series. There is ne basis for any withhoiuing or classification under the Act anda 

there never was any such legal basis. The clear eeason &peaks to have been to make 

offioiel eubarrassment wore difficult. what the secon: record gays about President 
Yord's book is an enormous understatement. His dishonesties with thi: record, to 

hide what was disclosed about the Bl and CLA, ure encapsulated in a tabulation in 
my book. He edited the transcript without so iadioated and presented it as unedited. 
Of course he began by stcaling it wc sellin At Lor prottte the ooatent da entirely 
and deliberately corrupted. Not surpriain,; considering, thet the mua who was to be 

our first unelected President wus alu. an vB stobile (aia "tuad" to the then Director.) 
We aphed on his fellow Cowmissioners anu tried to use the kinl to woric hig will inside 
the Comiszione Oue ol the tremecrigts otili wichheli end at iasue da vou (o=1448 

A4noludes hia efforts to gat two prestigeous luwyers fired os "reds" because they 

were civil libertarians and anti-racist. Mr. Uevine, Yornerly an FRI 3A, then end now 

a Congresaman, was one of those objecting stronzly to the anti-racism ov these @ommisaion 

counsel, Joe Ball of California unc worm Ruutick, now dean of law at NYU.Mr, Dovine 

is a Member of the House assassins cowdittes. 
You will note that amony the duproper reagons for withholding actually spealfied 

after consultation with the Yepartwent is to deter my work or to prevent ny exposing 
of offioial impreprieties and dishone:ties and prevent meaningful use of FOLA, 

Flease note the secret atated in “urayraph 2 of ti firat record, there numbered 1., 
that the withheld records "ere genvrally overclassified when Classification is at



  

at all warranted. "! This, naturally Gnough, ded not preclude the filing of affidavits attesting te th propricty of Clas.ificution. 
If you woulu like other relevant records not as dirsctly counceted with the 

request, refleot the various dodges und concoctious fabricated to avoia detection of overt fraudulent Miarepresentation and of the switching of records out of the posusession ef en agency whioh held that 1t coulu not withhoid tiem under the act so that they Gould be withheld under still other fabricutions. tie interual records are explicit dn providing the advice of Government couse) that ali possible eteuptions be dreamed Ups whether or not conovived to be within TeasONs 48 an alternative to luter malcing Gluim for substitute exeuption when I destroyed any basia for the exemptions OGLaimed, this is ail real, uot my imaginings 1 believe it remaing uncontested in a court record. One sugh false olain tos an exewption later Chaged at leust once ia vor the still withheld trangcript desorived on the previous page, the ¥oro/Savine transoript. Please note (lixhibit "> fdrst paragraph) the involvumunt oi tue Ds partnonthg "Wreedon of Information "(adc) committer, ana ot tne “spartacnt'e VLG (Banilit 12, firet paragraph.) is state: above, thers was no basis ror the witunelding of the transcript. the Vepurtment Fecommendea be withheld und it took litigation to obtain it. (i have often referred to Wasteu couts and ulterior, uxtra-iugad purposes.) fy recolieotien is uncertain put ib. livve vbmuiiston Vooument 365 rererrved to helds the racist venom and the involvewent ox “esree ¥ora ana Levine it i8 as it relates to the two named lawyers. Subsequently 4 ootaineu that file. Withou’ subject-matter expertiee auy review thay ig not ade with knowledge ox auch records ag the Bauples attached ig Suriously Naiulicupysed if noi, in sgot con= Verted intog a rubber=stamp approval of ofvicial “WFOuuoLUe, 9 mattar 4 believe Chics Judge J. Skelly Wright recently addressed, 4 Wierefors oulieve thai your stufr should not have seme substantial reason to believe that the poiicy this represents is not the Present policy, as I have every reason to belivve it is. 
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is ‘Addendum 10 
; pare: APR 4 If . Office of General Counsel 

REPLY To 
ATTN OF: 

SUBJECT: 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

. 

Washington, D.C. 2¢ 

  

General Counsel - 4 

Warren Commission Materials and the Freedom of Information Act 
“Archivist of the United States - yn 

On March 13, Messrs, Garfinkel and Meszoly of the Records and Administration 
Division and Mr, Young of the Claims and Litigation Division of this office, 
along with Dr. Campbell and Mr. Johnson of the Office of the National Archives 
attended a meeting with the Commi 2 the Department of Justice to discuss: the mandates of the 

of the Warren Commission, now in the custody services Administration, Although the topics importance to the National Archives, the Immediate stimulus to the meeting was the appeals by Dr. Hoch and Nr.’ Weisberg from GSA denials to their requests for access to these records. From the conclusions reached at this meeting, as well as from the extensive review of this material undertaken by this office in the past several months, the following recommendations are offered for your consideration, 

1. A classification review of all of these Warren Commission materials that remain classified should be coumenced as svon as possible. Our review of these records in light of Executive Order 11652 (37 Fur. 5209, March 10, 1972) has revealed that they are generally overclassi fied when classification is at all warranted. This office would be happy to assist the National Archives in such a review, 
. 

2. The executive sessions of the Warren Gomnission should remain exempt from disclosure as "inter-agency or iulra-agency memorandums or letters which would not be available by law co a parcy other than an agency in litigation with the agency . . .." (5 ULS.C. 552(b)(5)). Noreover,: those parts of the executive sessions that remain classified after a classification review should be further exempted as "specifically required by Executive order to be kept secret in che inCerest of the national defense or foreign policy , . .." (5 U.S.C, 552(b) (1)). 

3. Commission Document 365 should remain exempt from disclosure as "personnel and medical files and similar files the disclosure of which would. constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy" as well as "investigatory files compiled for law enforcement purposes except to the extent available by law 0 a party other than an agency . . ..'" (5 U.S.C. 552(b) (6) and (7) respectively). 

4. Mr. Rankin's letter of March 26, 1964, Lo Mr. Hoover, relating to the Fair Play for Cuba Committee and other organizations, should remain exempt , from disclosure as "inter-agency or intra-agency memorandums or letters , . ., supra, No. 2, Moreover, should this document remain classified after the 
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letter was reviewed by GSA, the Mr. Martin Ri 
recommended t 
and we have withheld it, 
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chman of the Office of Legal Counsel of the Departrent 
hat the entire 

As Mr, Velsberg. says, there are 

that ere published in Portrait of the Asanssin (New York: Sinon and 
Schuster, 1565) by Gerald R. Ford and John R, 
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etter from Harold Weisberg Dated September 17, 1978 

Robert L. Saloschin, Director 
8 Offices of Lnformation Law and Pol bey 

\ 

i . 
| 
L 

The attached letter, with two attachments (both of which are exhibits in the referenced suit), appears to me to be a 
request under the Freedom of Information Act for all records of the Freedom of Information Committee regarding the indicated : Committee meetings. If there are records of the Office of 
Legal Counsel, as distinct from tie Committee, would you please i make the appropriate further referral? t 

Attachments 

SY oe: Mr. Harold Weisberg 
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No. 78-1731 

Exhibit & 

Dre James ». Khoada, arcana. Vist 1W, o/‘lo 

National archives 
Wash., Dee 20408 

Dear Dre Rhoads, 

A wonth ago there was public ghowin, of Proxident s.pnedy'e clothing: and of 

autopsy material that was denies me 12 years aoe li this month 1 had hopo that I 

would hvar fron you with regaru to providing he wit, copies of what you perritted te 

be shown in public and other evidence new in the public domaine I desire oxt0 glossy 

prints of this material and herewith renew my request for Lite 

During this month other information avunied me was also made puplic. this infor- 

mation relates to Nogenko and otier defectores 1 boi -v> that tids ecycires you to 

reconesieer your previous denials and T ask ite 

Not haviay seen the $renscript of t- Warren Conuia: ion executive eecsion of 

Nay 19,1964 1 oannot be certain but from what is known o it { am led to believe 

that its content also was CLacussed du pablic vere: ~ ie ose agsatncina committee. 

Y therefore usk reconsideration of t): withhol¢am of tds transcript elsoe 

hore than « decade ago you wrote re that vou keer a list of deni.ec requests and 

provide thie denied information to those who requested it when it is made avallablees 

1 regret you have not Foslowed t.48 practiee cu. Do ack thet you please examine this 

jis. and provide me with copies of the dnfornation thit you denied me and gince have 

made available to others. 

{Lt Jo uy reaollection that the lotter ugrecnient covering the JirK materials in 

question precludes auy publie gu0Wiby Usue. wy SEDs ob 06 of acy of & @ autopsy 

metcriala and of the clethinge If this aontraet was amended you have not provided we 

with any copy of the amended contract. lf tnere 1g an amended contract 1 asx for a 

copy of it. Ii At wae uot gwuded I cok vy wins actuority jou vholcte! it mm by 

what authority you oun do this selectively. You deaiva peruission for coples of 

photographs of the clothing to be included in a court record in my CeA.'15—2826 

when i was taicing deposivione vy ordur of tual oourt. VMhie von owed reyiest ine 

cludes prints of those photegraphs vou mate for he ans denied me copies of in ny 

Code 2569=70. I also deuire a negative of @ache ) 

Under the new executive order I believe review of Classitied uaterial 4s required 

to determine whether vasis for Classilicatiou oxlutue Wal this iu nut required prior 

to Deoemver 1% 4a permitted unde. pp Clal clrounstancep. Becnuwe of uy age, health ana 

unique positoon now recognised by th courts wa the Lepartiwnt ol Justice wid because 

this ie a matter than in part is pruseutiy buroxe tis. courts I beliave I aseot the 

requirements for ths eurlier classification review und I ask ite 

“You withheld executive session transcripts frou we because tie CIA go directed. 

One of those responsible for this has since retired. de also has spoken with a repo. Tee 

Be was explicit in telling this reportey that while the tranceripts could set properly 

be withheld ae claesified thie claim was hoked up #0 that there sould be withholding 

the CLA desired for entirely different purposese You -orsonaliy ere a clascification 

authority. I therefore now ask that you pervoually review these trag. ripts that erc 

withheld on claim to clasvificetion to deteuriline it that claimdo warranted. In this 

regami I remind you that there yoon will be oral argument on thie matter before the 

eourt of appwals. 

Sineersly> 

Harold Weisberg



    

we have from other sources, 

| of the FBI who questicned him that he had given. alt the” 

  

"Tees Mr. Rankin's File DBM og = 

| No. 78-1731 

| Exhibi | xhibit 2f 
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WDS:mfd: 24 Jun Se / 

MEMORANDUst | . June 24, 1954 

TO; The Commission 

FROM: William T. Coleman, JY.» 
We David Slavson 

SUBJECT: Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko a 

The Commission has asked us to prepare a short 
memorandum outlining in what respects the information 
obtained from Nosenko confirms or contradicts SSL ee 

  

Nosenko's testimony to the FBI is the only: tatepe 
mation we have on whet he knows about Lee Harvey Oswald.  ..- ts. 
(Commission Documents No, 434 and 451.) Perhaps more useful - 
4nformation could be gained if ve were to question Nosenko - ait 
Girectly, but it is unlikely, Nosenko told the representative! 

information on Oswald he possessed. 

Most of what Nosenko told the FBI contin. what we 
already know from other sources and most of 1% does not °° 

4nvolve important facts, with one extrexely significant - : 

exception, This exception is Nosenko's stateinent that Lee 

Harvey Oat ‘ald was never traincd or used ss an agent of the - 

Soviet Union for eny purpose and that nc contact with hin was. 

made, atterpted or contemplated after he left the Soviet. 

  

x Union and returned to the Urited States, Nosenko's opinion ae 

these points is especially valuable because, according to nis 2 

own testincny at Icast, his position with the kGB was such... 

that had there been any subversive relationship between the . 
«2 

. Soviet Union and Oswald, he would have ineown about it, 

Nosenko's statement to the FAI confirms our infor- 

“nation from other sources in the following respectst 

1. Petor to Gsviald's arrival in Russia in the fall 

~ of 1959 he had no contacts with agents of the Russian 

governnent or cf the international Comuanrist Party who vere 

in turn in contact with the Russian government. (Oar 

  

p
e
e
 

«
a
y
e
r
 

“ 

dine C02 CRA D gaa GatnGaR- Raa £.0. 11652, Sec. . 

Mr. Slavsch == -==-—-=+--=— 1 iD, ent ps 

Mail Room Files 

         



{independent sources on this are extremely weak, heuvecver. 
We simply co net have much information cn this” particule» 
subject. 

I | 
2. Waen Cswald arrived in the Sovict Union he was 

traveling; eon a temporary tourist visa but very aquickly mace 
knorvn to the Russian authorities that he eae Pee to remain 
pernancnily in the USSR and wanted to become a Soviet cltlzche 
Re made kacwn his intention to his Intourtet suige at the 
Notel Berlin in HMescow. This Intourist guide uss a KGB 
Anformer. 

  

3. Osvald was advised through the Intourist inter- 
preter that he would not be permitted to remain in Russia 
permanently and that he would therefore have to leave that 
country when nis temporary visa expircd. 

4, Upon learning that his request to remain in 
Russia permanently had been denied, Oswald elashea his wrist . 
in his room at the Hotel Berlin in. an apparent attempt to 
commit suicide, was found by the Intourist interpreter when 
he failed to appear for an sppointment that evening, and was 
immediately taken to a hoepital in Moscow for treatuent. a8" 
hospital was the Rotkinskaya Hospital. — 

5. Osnald was fudsbioned by doctera at he hospital 
and told them that he attempted suicide because he was not 
granted periaission to remain in Russie. 

  

oo 6. Cswald was assigned to Miask probably because it 
is above avcrage for cleanliness and modern facilities, and 
nonld therefore ercate a good Ampression for hin. 

    

                    

   

7. Csvald appeared at the Soviet Embassy in Me 2xico 
city and asked for a Saviet re-entry visa. 

8. Hesenko was chown certain portions cf our file 
. on Oswald, including a seetion vhich stated thet Cawald 

» pecesved a monthly subs idy from the Soviet Red Cross. Gn 
seeing this stetement, Hosenke commented that it is nermal 4 

practice in the Soviet Union to cause the Red Crees to make 

paynents to emigrcs and defectors in order to assist them to 

“enjoy a better standard of living than cratnary Soviet 
citicens enzared in similar occupations, (Neccenko also caid 

that the subsicy Oxzwald reecived. VES probably the minicy win 

 



  
  

J there was any such publicity.) 

- of the Soviet State that the decision had been made to permit 

given under cuch circumstances. Tnis 18 news to us, although 
it 48 not inconsistent with ober information we have.) 

Q. Cawald was in pessésclon of a gun watch vas used / 
to shoot rekbits while he was living in Hinsk (Hesenice said 
he learned this upon reviewing Csvald's file atter the 
essassination cr President Kennedy when, under the cireune 
stances, he took particular note of this fact.) 

10. Tnere 48 no KGB or GRU teaining schcol in the 
vicinity of Mingke _ 

‘Ll. All mail addressed to the Ancricad Babassy in 
Eoscow, theecfore, also rneluding Lee Harvey Osveld's neil so 
addressed, *s “reviexod” by the KGB in Moscow. MNesenko said | 
that this is routinely done but he added that he personally | 
hed no part in the review of, or knowledge of such weviews 0: 0s. 5 
of Oswald's correspondence, . wee ag T 

    

    

   

12, Ho publicity napeesed ‘An the Soviet press or’, : z 
Soviet radio regarding Csvald's arrival or departure fron the - 
Soviet Yaton or on his attempted suicide, (Our evidence on . 
this is sirply negative, that fa, we ave no evidence that | 

13. Csalid vas goeattene as ‘a "poor ‘vorker" by hia. " 
superiors ta the factory at Minsk. CFE 

The follou fing information obtained from Nosenko Lg. -~¥:> 
not avadlable toe us fron any other source, As will be seen, © 
4t generally cccsa not add much to cur knowledyve about Oswald 
but rather surolices bacigtound information on Soviet activities 
«relating to his residence in Russlae ‘ 

2 

1, ° Tne KGB in Koscor, after analyzing Oswald through 
various interviews and confidential informants, determined 
that Oswald was of no use to them and that he appeared “sone~ 
hat abnormal." i 

. 2, The EGB di@ not know about Oswald's prior mili- | 
tary service and even tf they did, it would have been of no 

- particular significance to them, 

3. hen the GB vas advised by seme cther Ministry 

3. - 

fee 
ete fe == = a aa oe a =



Oswald te stay in fiecssin and tat ne i. to resic. in lilnsk, 
it brought Csvwald'te 1: ep vc Gate Gud traneferred 1¢ to its 
branch office in Minsk. The coven letter forwarctigz the 
file to Minsk, preparct & by cnc of Jlossato's subordinetes, 
bricfly sumzariceda Csvald's case end instructed the branch 
effice to take no action congeralis, him except to “pacsively"” - 
observe his activiti te make surc he was not an Ansiican 
{intelligence azent oporardly Gorant. (CQsweald did tell an 
American frieng once tirat on one cr tio occasions in Minsk he 
had heard that the LVD had inguired of neighbors or fellow 
workers about hin.) 

a
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4, According to the routine of the KGB, the only 
coverage of O:rwald curing his ctay in Minsk vould have cone 

. sisted of periodic cheaks at his place of exploymont, inquiry 
.. Of neighbors, other associates, and revicw of hig mail, 

tt ce 5. When the KGB was asked about Oswald's applica- 
eae, thon for a re-entry visa made in Mexico city, it recommended | 
ce _ that the application be cenied, 

Oy SEE gy Shortly < arter the as seek Pena Hosenke Was 
called to his office for { the purpose of determining whether 
his Department had any information concerning Oswald. When -™- * 
@ search of the office records disclesed that information vas -. .- 

*" available, telephone ccntact was imsediately made with the 
KGB branch office in Minsk. The branch office Gictated a ; 
suimary of the Osvalé file to Foseow cver the telephone. This 
eumnary ineluced a statcment that the Minkk KGB had endeavored 
to “influence Osvald in the cirht direction.” This statement’ 

_greatly alarmed the Ecseaw office, eeperladly in view of 
their ins tract lous to Minek that no action was to be taken cn 
Osyvald except to "paestvely okserve’ his activitics. . 
According Ly» the complete Csuald file at Minsk was ordered to 
ba flown at once via military cirverart te Moscow for examina 

© ¢fon. It turned out thet all this stetement referred to was 
 thab an uncle of Earina Osvald, a lieutenant colonel in the 
“: local militia at Kinsk, had spproached Cswald and sursesteda 

that he not be tco eritical of the Soviet Unton when he 
returned to the United States. 

     

    

7. Warina Oar nid was Gr a member of Tencenol but 
was G@ropped for nonpayment cf cuca * G farina told the Comsise 

.. &lon she vas a me ber. a hensonol, “bat she has been ceenbdse 
to ae on vhy she was dropped.) _ 
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8, The Hinsk hG® Piic on Csvald contained 

statements from felloy: hunters that he was an extrencly poc- 

shot ond that it was serctincs neccessary for them to provicc 

hin with game. ‘ 

/ 
9. After the 2ssasain2tion, the Soviet government 

provided about 20 Fnolich-cpeaking men: ho were assicned tc 

the immediate vicinity of the American Fabassy in Moscow to 

insure thre no diarespect vas ehern by the Soviet citisenr 

during this period. 

10, Some othcr acency, just which ageney Rescenke 

says he does not knew, Eubsequently decided that Osvald vould 

be permitted to stay in Russia, on its responsibility, 

Wosenko speculates that this other agency was either the 

Soviet Red Cress or the Ministry of Toreign Affairs. (This 

’ bit of information fits in cspeeially neatly with Osvald's 

oxn statenents that the Soviet officials he met after his 

suicide attempt were rex to him, and did not secm to have 

veen told by his earlier interrogators anything about him.) 

oe The following information given by Nosenko tends to 

contradict information which we have from other sources. - 

Jwicys* 7 1, Nosenko says that after Oswald yas released ay 

; from the hespital vhere he was treated for an attempt to commit 

i”: suicide, he was told again that he vould have to leave the 

“ Soviet Union and thereupon threatened to make a second attenpt 

to take his own life. sneld's own diary of this time contains 

no mention of a thrent to wake a second attempt at suleide or 

of any post-hospitalizaticn statement by the Soviets that he 

would still have to scturn to the United Statcoa, Of course, 

_. ., GQawald'se ovn account of these activities 13 not entitled toa 

“S-""" hieh degree of credibility. 

a SES 2, Moscnko says that there are no Soviet regula 

tions whieh would heve peevented Gswald from traveling. from 

_,.finsk to Koscow without obtaining first perminston to do so. 

“We have Information from the CIA and the State Department that 

such regulations exist, although they are apparently rather 

_. easily +- and frequently -- violated. 
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, D.C, 20505 

NOV 19/6 

Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Route 12 
Frederick, MD 21701 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

I am sorry that you and we were victimized by the repro- 

duction process in which two puges were somehow left out of 

documents 413-76A and 513-199R responsive to your request number 

F-75-6669. I am pleased, however, that you and your wife were 

able to catch the omissions and advise us of the problem, If 

you should find other omissions in your study of the documents, 

don't hesitate to let us know so that we can rectify the matter 

for you and for others concerned with the documents. Needless 

to say, the enclosures should be substituted for the incomplete 

documents you now have. 

Sincerely, 

: AO ( 
CR. & é ge 

“Gene EF. Wilson 
Information and Privacy Coordinator 

Enclosures 
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MESSAGE FROM MOSCOW / 27 

of time. He knew that Soviet Intcllivence 
mounting highly sophisticated disinform 
Whole array of dispatched defectors and double agents feeding information to other intelligence services.? For Angleton, un- ravelling such a deception wats an intellectu 
first order, 

had the capacity for 
auion programs with a 

al challenge of the 

hver since Nosenko had first approached the CIA in Geneva In 1962. and voluntcercd Information about Soviet espionage operations, Angleton and his staff had pondered the sivnifi- cance of the offer. Ouly six months before Nosenko's contact, another Soviet intelligence officer, Anatoli M. Golitsin, had defected to. the CIA from Helsinki, Finland. Golitsin, who identified himself as major in the First Chie Directorate of the KGB working primarily against targets in the NATO alliance, was brought to Washington and given the code Stone, 

The information Stone provided in his debriefing had caused a sensation. According to Stone, the KGB had already planted an agent within the highest echelons of United St intelligence, This benctration agent would be assisted by * side’ men—other Soviet-controlled agents masking them- selves as defectors or double agents—who would supply pieces of disinformation designed to bolster an “inside” bility. The “inside” agent, in turn, would be in confirm the authenticity of the “outside” 
Angleton could not afford to neglect this Possibility. He knew that the Soviet Union had successfully penetrated both the British and the West German intelligence services in the vears since World War H.8 Phe specter of a “mole,’ agent, burrowing his Way into the heart of an intelligence service 

name 

ales 

out- 

man’s credi- 
a position to help 

agents. 

or enemy 

American 
caused such consternation in the ClA and FBI thata personal interview was arranged for Stone to brief Attorney General Robert I. Kennedy, . During his debriefing sessions with Angleton in 1962 Stone had called particular allondion toa trip made by V.M. Kovshuk to the United States in 1957 under diplomatic cover, using the lias Komarov. Stone identified Kovshuk as the then-reigning head of the all-important American Lainbassy Section of the    

  

    
    

        

    

    

    

    

     

   

  

   
     

  

   

  

   

  

        

      

   

      

   

  

   
    
   

    

   

      

     



No. 78-1731 i 

Exhibit 7 a 
  

WFO 105-37111 

6 

uw On sone TV prosnvaa on Newoaber 23, 1053, or 
November 24, 1963, 20 wes repevbled blot the BRaldla.s Police 

Déepertnent had Gucitiened & JObM REOpn.cULeg, a Fe Glow ennloyce 
of OSWALD, at the ours Vaehoige rca WAbeh bas! 2nityon 

of Prosicent LEWNUDY cecusvecd, Oftice of Security had 
check made of visa tile, ca DBs. cmott of State reearding 
this nainne and lccated foilcvine Lavesmation reyarding one 

JOSE WIGUEL ROVAIGUEZ y MOLINA, possably identicnl. 

   

On March 6, 1059, 1: tter individunzl was issued 

B-2 visa at Nnbacsy, LP ECT ng Cuba, valid through iarch 5, 
1961, for one month ss vasil to w cousin in New York City, 
not adentithed end no adiesw.is Given. No was war. 2 not 

to accent work or Overieuy period of adaission. Visa Nunber 

1490477 was issued. Following description was given: 

Date of birth: 1/27/36 
Place of birth: "avana, Cuba 
Meight: 576" 

Weights 160 pounds 
air: Peowa 

liyos: Biewn 
Comple:ion: MiiL 

Maritel status: Ia. 2Y hed 

llome address: Calle 15 #201 Layton, Havana 

On Novewber 26, 1953, Pain &. DARJADS, an’ 

admitted forme. FPevict dutellipgence officer, Puraichod 
the LoLLows ag infexsmation concerning LEE GLARVal CiulALD 
and his wile 

  

DERGASIN dows nev bal: 

had any knowiedre of OSWALD 

KENNEDY; however, he doss oad that C&ALD and his wife 
had sone aneeren With the ban intvellifrence servicc. 

He snid the Sovict Covernioit ua@ceutbedly nas a file on 
OSWALD and rcels tart in sf wwmbed bs rege sted co Fuaiech 

information réesaredins OSVALI's SecavatiLos Walle fn tho 

Soviet Untocn. Normiliy, who wa fidivadacdi teavean the 
Sovict Unicon wad bas bern " P Pep Che froverticat, he 
would bo fucnivncd save c Stoth. uo trensnert.tacn cimenses 
to his Gestination, Since vubes was not dono, DLAGABIN 

= 4] — 

ove the Sove et Goveranent 

250 to asevscinnte President 
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INSIDE OUT / 261 

For him, deception fostered by Sovict intelligence was hot the 

product of a single agent or act, but rather a dovetailing 

continuity. By confronting Nosenko with the contradictions in 

his story, the Soviet Russia Division had, in asense, given the 

game away and allowed him to concoct ad hoc explanations, 

albeit feeble ones. 

From the division’s long report, Angleton could sce that 

there was a plethora of evidence to indicate that Nosenko had 

hed and attempted to deceive the CIA. But the question that 

concerned him was: Wha? was this deceplion designed to 

achieve? If Nosenko were deported, the answer to this long- 

term question would be forever lost. 

Angleton turned the report over lo his staff for full assess- 

ment. The chief of research based his analysis solely on the 

content of the report itself. As far as its substance was con- 

cerned, he essentially agreed that Nosenko was probably a 

fake sent by the KGB to confound the CIA. Indeed, he assigned 

an 85 percent probability to that conclusion, However, he was 

unsatisfied with the presentation of the division’s report. It 

seemed to him unnecessarily long and convoluted, with incon- 

clusive and essentially irrelevant sections on the defector 

Anatoli Golitsin, whose code name was Stone. He recommend- 

ed that the report be re-edited by the Sovict Russia Division to 

omit peripheral material on Stone, and to sharpen the focus on 

evidence that bore directly on the issue of Nosenko’s credi- 

bility. 

‘To supplement this analysis, Angleton ordered his chief of 

operalions, Newton S. Miler, to fully reinvestigate the Nosen- 

ko case. This entailed not only evaluating the division’s report, 

but systematically comparing all the information that Nosenko ° 

had furnished during the past five years with that provided by 

other defectors and avents. To assist him, the chic! of opera- 

tions asked (wo senior researchers in lis departnent, neither 

of whom had any acquaintance with the case, to independently 

review the evidence without consulting with him or each 

other, 

As faras he was concerned, the case for or against Nosenko 

depended on an assessment of whether or not he had provided 
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Ore. ‘gixtion. There ure three Mit Jor 

,,corference with t'e CIA on this 
_kx:rvtion this source. Willens cun till 
feco:d, the argument based upon Oswal. 
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‘iney cases in which sples were marrie 
ivgurent based upon Oswald's gencral 
the United States has been omitted he re and will. be reinserted at a’ eit 2oint where it will apply to not only Ue foreign conspiracy but es Pea? also the =... conspiracy and a tic- ~in with Buby a 

In case t do not “get to talk to you on whe telephone. before I leave, I have read your Mexican draft. It igs very good. 
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now or wrether ne wants to wait for foolnocing. 
charges wnile I’was reuding it, but have not attempted as yet e veal 
editing acts Tam in (ull agrecinent 
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> ratt. |! Z lave not had time to read it in 
fies @xccntions he seems to have accu pted 

to the "secret Soviet Union source" hive been omitted, 
and wow uperee hat we should not’; 

se the CIA claims it has information of. 

conflicti SVERENOBs These, cso fur as T am concerned require ne 
‘ ?. bd * a = ? . 
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ki /] To J. Lee Rankin Ih 
a Frown We Davhid Slava ” 

Subjocts Lenguape fa tho Pouatb le Foretpu Conspiracy seetlon of the 
Roport Melating to 7 yy 

You anhed thee Y asec forth the Linonage shteh PYOPO~RG ko uct in the 
Voaibls Pore ten Consptracy aeetton o£ Che Lopert which cers tha use 
end irnm-uae of iilimeation ehtaiiad Peom "I'. 1 do not propere ta use 
Say toformation from.‘ py? wiiich the Seviet inten would be able to trace 
to hie rather than ta boviek de focture nearly. Infomation cuppl led 
by “H" witch beara an Cle {onerad Peuutiocea and procadurna of the Kop 
aud fa, therefoxe, nor tracaably to him, will be used Sug oCtrlhbuted to 
tlw CLA and tes “#lable” og tuvint Dalogtors, Thke is a thorough Ly 
Inns et attr Lbacfons cla defectors other than "MN are in. mort croen fully 
able to aupply thts information. I one caac, I hope te une POO partle 
‘cular fufoimartos Ssuppliel both by MI and Wedeme Purksova, hut LE whl 
be attributed belaly to Madiae Purtueva, The Language of che sections 

T propose ta use te TStod bali 
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(Tokon from pase 3 of the Xutroductton.) 

"Ya Spproicning tho queattun Of Funeteon trrdvement, the Commleston hug received valuable aealotauce freee eho Centred Inte liLsonce Agency, the Federal Bureay of Tnvesttzation, the 
Bepsrount of Ceate aud other federnk sgechey wlth epeedal cmpotenca in the fleld of fore Lien foveatleatton. Te CIA hg made any eapectally velussly centrliutton by oupplying the Cowmlgstoa with taforast Lon originating with deatcetera frou the Soviler dutel Uf pence servicea mid bearing en Gocree practLouy and pracedures uhich wuld be applteable dn tla Sovkec Undton ta a cess lite chet of Cavald'a 4aytngy Ile stay there, 

Q “Sowa of thy Lufuraacton furnished by the mhorerorntLoned agenclaa, and Kaay of thatr sources for that infonvat son, ara of a highly confidential DATTO. Rovartheless, Locatse tt beltewas chat che fullese pocalble disclonure of O11 Cle faece relating 

DECLASSIFIED 
EO. 11652, Sec. , WDS Lawscn/ smal) 
py LEAG , NAKS paw G/L/2¢ 

ee; Mr. Rankin 
. . Mz. Willens 

- Mr. Slavwson 
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to the assapet{natton of Praotdent Kemody Lea of the highest 
importanoa, the Caumfoaton haa tneluded in this keport all 
the Lafomnatton furalaed by these ageiecLlea which it conn 
aiderad in conting to Lts emcluatons, and, fa addithon, all 
the infonsation which would heve contradicted thane conclusLope 
1f (t had been coneidared, evon though che Coersfesion did not 
Tegard it as ouffictently reliable to be considered. This 
second catagory of information cunalete moatly of rumore and i speculationa, some of thea almoat wiolly frivolous. The - e 
Comsluaion included te notwitbetsnading that fact, however, fn é order that Cua public could dactde for ttself the correctness K of the conclugtona {n thts Report, by treting thom against all : the avigence whieh temtla to contradict thom. " 

“Tha only relevant inforaation witch line not been {nc luded 
in the Report 1a that which La conaistent with the Comdsofon's “ conclugtona but highly confidential and derived froma aonecean 
the reliability of which fs so lew or so uncertain that the 
Comisaion was met able to rely upon Lt im coming, to ico 
concluslona. Thus, even ££ thia 4nfomatton should later be 
wholly diacredited, none of the conclustone in the Report would t 
be affectad; tho relatively Little advantage to be galned by 
including Lt, therafore,win nor deesed euffietent te ovarride 
the sartous compromise of national security widch dieclasure 
would Lovolve. 

‘Secret sourcas of tnforrtion, as contrasted with the 
tofeormition {twalft, eve in macy Loeetunwes bean elthheld. The i 
Continued uce of guct cources and, vheie gecret {nformauta ace ° | 
Lnvolved, the very Iivee of euch Ltafornanta could be placed in t 
Jeopardy 1£ nace, posttions er other identifying characteristics 
were to ha disclosed.” so" 

II 

(Taken frou page 41 of the section dealing with 
Omeald'a defection in the Fill cf 1959. (Footnote 
ho. 135 fa co tha Clay footnote Mo. 136 La to 
Woden Furteava; foetuote Mo. 137, as che text states, 
fo to the Wiatorle Dinry.) 

"Tho Camfasion has tnformetion Crem confidentLal aourcea that 
tha norm] Soviet procedure for handling would-be defectora-ta to 
give the RGD the drdtlal cask of cxxafnation and assesment. 135/ 
Preeurmbly this was done with Quuald, lide rejection on Cetobar 22, 

 



~ Je 

which triesered his wulcide Attaapt, tharefore, probably means that the KCB had conducted {ta cxiwaination hetveen October 16 and October 22 and had concludad that Omuwld vus of Limited value to the Soviet Uhiton. The Comalucton has other informa. tion from a source of untawnn relfability that when the news of Oowald'a rejection and dramatic auletda Atfeupe renched Madane Purteeva, a promfuent wovdot of fLelsL and a member Of thao Pracsldium, she pereonally totervencd and antsod that he be . permtCted to reside fa te fovint Unton. 136/ ty this {nformation 4a corract, Lt explaina the clunge tn Cevald's fortumen which occurred after he was released fron che Boykinakaya Houpital. The Copaivaton can only ppeculate un bat branch of the Soviet Government teok charge cf Oswald after Madoan Purtsevals interes vention, 4€ dt tm face oceun ved, or why she decided co Lntervens. Sympathy for wiat appeared to ba a very appealing case cartainly may have played a role. It may aloo have been of ame signi ft cance that had a young American wha had presented himsolf an a devout convert te the Cuanntet oauso bean summarily rajectad, the resulting publicicy wuld tave buon unfavoradla fo the Soviet Union. In any evant, ic te futeresting to note that che apparent wotft af Omald's onua from the KCB to some other Ministry of the Soviet Covernmmont shortly after hia release from the hoapital Ls supported by the entries in lita Diary commenting that the officlals he met after his hopph tal, pega towne were dtfferent fran those whieh Whos ha had dealt before .2L/" 

It 

(The following Ja the firat Perageaph ef tha cone lugion.) 

“The Comiles£lon has thoroughly tnucetigated tha possibiltcy that Lee Narvey Omvald uae a avcret Soviet agant: The Epoctifie facts end clrewnetencee, wo far re they are lmwm, relating to Osvald's dafactton to the VESR, his restdence there in Minek, snd bis return to the United States in 1962 have been core fully ovalusted. he defectorm from the shrviet Cutallipaace service: wha are pow working with tha Central Tutriitgence Avency, sone of vlcm were atill working with fevitet Intell {yecace when Oswald wae in Russia, have all fatled ta furnish any information Lmabiescins chet Cawnld vies A bovlet agent. The Comtyuaion coneludes that there ip no cyediblea evidenca of Sovier Luvolveaent in the 6ebissinution, an) that the facts that have bean obtatred atrongly megate any canclurton that Qevald was an agent of the Sovlet oeverneent." 
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FROM 

SUBJECT : Conference with the C1A on March 12, 1964 

At 11:00 a.m., on March 12, 1964 the following individuals 

gathered in J. Lee Rankin's office to confer on how best the CIA and 

the Commission could work together at this juncture to facilitate the 

remaining work of the Commission: J. Lee Rankin, Howard P. Willens, 

William T. Coleman, Jr., Samel A. Stern, Burt Griffin, W. David 

Slawson, Richard Helms, | _ and Raymond Rocca, the latter 

three from the CIA. The meeting lasted until about 1:15 p.m. 

es + eae 

ae The Commission's staff members pointed out to the CIA that 

é a we had developed materials which might be of help to the CIA in assessing 

oe the Russian situation, in particular, the testimony ‘of Marina Oswald, 

Robert Oswald, Marguerite Oswald, John Martin and other witnesses scheduled 

to appear before the Commission. Mr. Rankin pointed out that it was 

established Commission policy timt transcripts of testimony were not to be 

nake these transcripts available in our offices to CIA representatives. 

Tt was agreed that a CLA man would come over in the near future to read 

chese transcripts, especially Marina's, and that they would contact either 

Pa ST TE BH 

—— LECLASSIFIED 

By Archivist of the United States 

py Lh fe a pate. 7/1/73. one 

Vv 

 



No. 78-1731 
éE rr ot fod 3 Exhibit 42 

oe fn J > 413 JOR/NDUM 
* fie AAC — le 

TO . : Records ' 

yi uf 
FROM : W. David Slawson he vp Ae 

(* 

SUBJECT ; Conference with the CIA on March 12, 1964 
  

At 11:00 a.m., on March 12, 1964 the following individuals 

gatherea in J. Lee Rankin's office to confer on how best the CIA and 

the Commission could work togciier at this juncture to facilitate the 

remaining work of the Commission: J. Lee Rankin, Howard P. Willens, 

William T. Coleman, Jr., samuel A. Stern, Burt Griffin, W. David 

Slawson, Richard Helms, | » und Raymond Rocca, the latter 

three from the CfA. The meeting lasted until about 1:15 p.m. 

The first topic of conversation was Yuri Nosenko, the recent 

Soviet defector. A general discussion was held on this problem, with 

the CIA's recommendation being eluate the Commission await further develop- 

ments. . 

The Commission's staff aicmbers pointed out to the CIA that 

we had ueveloped materials which wight be of help to the CIA in assessing 

the Musolan situstion, in particalar, the testimony of Marina Cswald, 

Robert swald, Margierite gownid, John Martin and other witnesses scheduled . 

to eppear before the Conmls: tou. Me. Rankin pointed out that it was 

estao. shed Counlssion policy onal teanseripts of testimony were not to be 

caken out of vhe of flees of fs. Counts ion but thut we would of course 

make these transeripls av te wur i fiers to ClA representatives. 

It wos agreed that wu cia. oe eda the near Sulwce to read 

these trenseriytay cap cit Sy eh ena Liecy auald convact either 

” ee 
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Other Indiviéuals ine -gehlsatiens 

~- 1 Involved or Intorvicwcd . Date 22128164 
  ear SSS Ee Sse 

Osvala, Uaring —~ [ 

The following information was furnished on 
February 26 and 27, 1964, by YURI IVANOVICY NOSENKO? > | ® 

i a mtn nieicaisnwe ee 

NOSENKO said he was Deputy Chief of the Tourist ‘| Department, Second Chief Directorate of the Committee for to State Security (KGB) at the time of his defection . 4 February 4, 1964, at Geneva, Switzerland, and held the 
rank of Lioutenant Colonel. 7a said the Second Directorate 
of the KGB is concerned with the internal security of the x. 
Union of Soviet Socialist Ropublics (USSR). 

  

NOSENKO advised he was familiar with the visit BE of TEE. HARVEY OSWALD to the Soviot Union in tho Fall of Ptee . 1959 and supervised the handling of the KGB file on OSWALD ‘ pede _  dnthe Tourist Department, , . . 1. -F-* 

NOSENKO stated that when OSWALD arrived as a ' Pe RE pa, + tourist in the Soviet Union the KGB had no current interest . oo Ba .s-> dn him and possessed no information that OSWALD was a member Soy pay «,,, of the Communist Party, USA, elsewhere, or that he was a et aes “member of any pro-Soviet organization. NOSENKO, advised soe 
_ that upon arrival in Moscow OSWALD contacted Intourist, rer 
_.the official Soviet travel agency, OSWALD informed repre= : 
sentatives of the Intourist that he desired to remain in 

_the Soviet Union. Thereafter, OSWALD's case was referred “to 
the Seventh (Tourist) Department, Second Main Directorate, | a wee ee KGB, eT 

     

     

   

  

        
  

  

  

. 2, .  NOSENKO related OSWALD was discouraged from sec ‘ ‘ 
remaining permanently in Russia. It was suggested to BE AS 

. him that he complete his visit as a tourist and-return Bi fee 
;,,to the United States. It was further suggested he could 2 dk: 
“"thereaftor make application through routine channels at’ oft eT BEES 
* the Soviet Embassy in the United States for admission as an A abe 

immigrant to the Soviet Union. : a zh 

wk ; NOSENKO said OSWALD was not regarded by the KGB 3 ae 
. "as being completely normal mentally nor was he considored ° a5.) Sf 

to be very intelligent. He stated it was the desire of the. - 9 | gk 
KGB that OSWALD depart from Russia 2s early as convenient . 
but no effort was made to curtail his visit or to incon-, : 

_venience him during his stay in Russia. NOSENKO stated, 4 

"On 2/26 and Fairfax County, Virginia File #_WFO 1058-37111 fe 

by _SAs Ne ie AUER, DONALD E. WALTER pote dictated __ 2/28/64 
_ and ALEKS Z ikis : 

This docucent contcine nolther recommendations nor concluaione of the FBI. It te the property of the FBI -and te loaned to 
your agency] Wt and ile contenta are not to be distributed oulelde your agency, 
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however, that OSWALD was pointedly informed he could not remain in Russia permanently. Later OSWALD was scheduled to take a tour of Moscow but before the tour began he was again notified he could not remain in the Soviet Union; When he failed to appear for this tour a search was instituted for him and according to NOSENKO inquiry was! made at the Berlin Hotel in Moscow where OSWALD was a guest. This inquiry disclosed OSWALD had locked himself in his room and when entry was made to his room OSWALD was found bleeding from self-inflicted wounds to his wrists. NOSENKO stated OSWALD was rushed to a hospital and NOSENKO _ expressed the opinion that if OSWALD had not received immediate medical assistance he. would have died, 

; NOSENKO stated that upon OSWALD's release from a .. the hospital OSWALD was again informed he could not remain in the Soviet Union, whereupon OSWALD declared if this were true he would commit suicide, NOSENKO said that at this point the Second Directorate of the KGB “washed its ‘" hands of OSWALD," 

ae NOSENKO advised that OSWALD was, nevertheless, ‘permitted to remain temporarily in Russia and it is NOSENKO's Opinion this was accomplished through the Ministry of Foreign Affairs or the Soviet Red Cross, NOSENKO said OSWALD was not Granted Soviet citizenship nor was this ever considvred Said OSWALD was thereafter sent to Minsk in Byelorussia, _ northwest of Moscow where he was given a small apartment and a minor position in a plant, belioved by NOSENKO to be engaged in the manufacture of radio receivors. NOSENKO said OSWALD received a small Salary and this was supplemented by funds provided by the Soviet Red Cross, 

eke tae Cede 

NOSENKO said the KGB file on OSWALD was then 
transferred to the regional office of the KGB at Minsk 
and that office was instructed to maintain a discreet check 
on the activities of OSWALD. NOSENKO commented that the 
possibility that OSWALD might be a "sleopor agent" for 
American intelligence had boen considered by the KGB but 
at this time the interest of KGB headquarters in OSWALD was practically nil. ‘ 

     
- a / 7 “US 

    

. He 

  

   



    

  

n
e
e
 

ae
 

id 

WFO 105-37111 f 
3 

NOSENKO said no further word was received at the 
KGB headquarters concerning OSWALD until he appeared -at -the 
Soviet Embassy, Mexico City, Mexico, and sought to retura 
to the Soviet Union. He stated the headquarters of thé 
First Chief Directorate (Foreign Intelligence) at Moscow 
was advised of OSWALD's interest in returning to Russia. 
It was subsequently ascertained that OSWALD had been of 
interest previously to the Second Directorate and the 
Second Directorate promptly informed the First Directorate 
that OSWALD was of no interest to the Second Directorate. 
The Second Directorate said it wanted nothing to do with 
OSWALD and it recommended to the First Directorate that 7 
Ninian not be granted permission to return to the Soviet 
Union. . . 

NOSENKO related he next heard about OSWALD 

. approximately two hours after the assassination of 

at was woaware of the international significance of OSWALD's 

President JOHN F., KENNEDY when NOSENKO was summoned to — : -aa 
the KGB center in Moscow and queried concerning his 
knowledge of OSWALD. NOSENKO said that since no file on 
OSWALD could be located at the center he was instructed 
by General OLEG M. GRIBANOV, Head of the Second Directorate, 
to telephone the KGB office at Minsk and obtain a dictated 
summary of information concerning OSWALD, NOSENKO said he 
contacted the KGB office at Minsk and obtained a summary 
wherein there appeared a phrase that the KGB at Minskhad 
endeavored "to influence OSWALD in the right direction." 
General GRIBANOV was greatly concerned about this phrase 
inasmuch as the KGB in Minsk had been instructed to take 

“no action concerning OSWALD. General GRIBANOV ordered all 
records at Minsk pertaining to OSWALD be forwarded by 

warplane to Moscow with an explanation concerning attempts 

"to influence OSWALD in the right direction." 

NOSENKO advised the KGB at Minsk reported no official 

action had been taken to direct OSWALD and cxplained that 

an uncle of MARINA OSWALD, wize of LEE HARVEY OSWALD, who was 

a licutenant colonel in the local militia at Minsk, had 

voluntarily approached OSWALD and suggested OSWALD not be 

too critical of the Soviot Union when he returned to the 

United States. NOSENXO commented that when the KGB at Minsk 

was first requesteu to furnish a summary of the OSWALD file 
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activities and had included the statement reporting ‘their 
endeavors to influence OSWALD as a self-serving effort | to 
impress the KGB center, : 

_NOSENKO advised that the OSWALD affair was’a source 
of great concern to the KGB center and a large staff of KGB 
employees was Galled into service and records were royiewed 
in great detail to make ee the KGB had not utilized 
OSWALD as an ageat. 

“With respect to MARINA OSWALD, NOSENKO advised’ 
that she was not employed as an agent of the KGB. He said 

_ she had been a member of the Komsomol (Communist Party Youth 
- Organization) but had been dropped from the rolls on an 
unknown date for non-payment of dues over a long period of 
time, NOSENKO stated’ MARINA OSWALD was not regardod by 
the KGB as a very intelligent person, MARINA was permitted 

?) to depart Russia with her husband, but NOSENKO said this 
was of no significance since there was no objection from 

' ‘the KGB, . ee. 

NOSENKO advised that since the death of STALIN it 
“is possible under *he law for a Russian wife of a foreign 
national to leave the USSR with her husband, although, in - 
praetices thts may be prevented as a matter of policy. :. 
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"ME RERES Comes Wott My (CEDERAL, BUREAU OF INVESTIGATI(7) 

-. unknewn to the KGB, according to NOSENKO. In this connection he 

| . 
| . 

Date 3/5/64 

On March 3, 1964, YURI IVANOVICH NCSENKO advised that 

at the time of OSWALD's arrival in the Unicn of Soviet Socialist. 
Republics (USSR) in the Fall of 1959, he (NCSENKO) held the 
position of Deputy Chief, First Section, Sovonth Dopartmont, 

Second Chief Directorate (ccunterintelligence), KG3 (Committee 

for State Security). This particular Section, of which he was 

then Deputy Chief, kandled the KGB investigaticns of tcurists 

from the United States and British Ccamenwealth countries. 

The First Section, at that time, and at present, contains - 

fifteen or sixteen officers, holding ranks of Junior Case Officers, - 

Case Officers end Senior Czse Officers. At the time of President 

JOHN F, KENNEDY's 2ss2ssination, NCSENKO stated he then heid the 
positica of Deputy Chief, Seventh Department, (Tourist Department) , 

Second Chief, Directorate, with the rank of Lieutenant Colonel. 7 

The Seventh Department, consisting of appreximately ninety Case 

Officers, is responsible for KGB investigations of tovrists from 

all non-cemnmunist countries. . : 

Prior to OSWALD's arrival in the USSR he was completely ~* 

pointed out that immediately upon issuance of a visa to a pergon 

to visit tke USSR, the Seventh Department (Tourist), Second Chief. 

Directorate, KGB, is notified. At that time a preliminary 

evaluation is made of the individual and a determination made as 

to what action, if any, #hould be taken by the Tourist Department. 

% OSWALD's backgrovnd was‘not of sufficient importance for the Tourist 

Department to have any advance interest in him and NOSENKO stated 

that his first knowledge of the existence of CSWALD arcse-in about 

tober, 1959, when KIM GEORGIEVICH KRUPNOGV, a Case Cificer, in 

his section, reported to him information which KRUPNOV had received 

from an Intourist interpreter. It was to the effect that OSWALD, 

“an American citizen who had eatered the USSR on a temporary; visa,.. 

desired to remain permanently in the USSR and to beceme a Sovic 

- gitizen. KRUPNOV at this time dégplayed to NCSENXO a memorandum 

prepared by KRUPNOV containing information which had been, received 

by KRUPNOV from KGB jnformants at the Hotel Berlin (which adnini- 

“—stratively is part of the Hotel Motrapole) concerning CSWALD's 

ee pehavicr patterns, an Intourist jtinerary for CSWALD, and a two- 

page report prepared by the Intourist interprever (a KGB informant) 

conacerbing his conversations with OSWALD and his impressia@s and 

6valuations of CSWALD. At that timo a file was epened in NOSENKO's 

Section incorperating all of the inrermacicon waich KROUPNOV nad 

collected. : , 
  

5, 3/3 & 4/64 4 Fairtex County, Virginia File # MFO 105-37 

SAs ALEXSO PCPTANICH aad 

    by. W, MARVIN GHEESLING; /jmn Date dictated 3/4/64 _ 

- This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It ta the prozenty of the FBI .and Je loaned to 
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, thereafter seek re-entry as a permanent resident through routine 

WFO 12105-37111 

NOSENKO and KRUPNOV, on basis of this infornation, concluded 
that OSWALD was of no interest to the KGB and both agreed that OSWALD 
appeared somewhat abnormal. NOSENKO could not specifically state 
what factors caused him to evaluate OSWALD as being abnornal, but on 
basis of all information available to him at the time there was no 
dcubt in his mind that OSWALD was not "fully normal." At that time 
the KGB did not know of OSWALD's prior military service and NOSENKO 
stated that had such information been available to him, it would have 
beenof no particula: interest or significance to the KGB, 

On the basis of NOSENKO's cvaluatia of OSWALD he 9°) © 
; instructed KRUPNOV to advise OSWALD, through the Intcurist interpreter, 
_that OSWALD would not be permitted to remain in the USSR permanently 

., and that he would have to depart at the expiration of his;visa and : >“ 

chgnnels at the Soviet Embassy in the United Stetes. NOSENKO's ; 
instructions were carried cut and on the sane date or the /follewing -! 
day he learned that OSWALD failed to appuar for a schodulgd tour : 
arranged by his Intourist guide. This prompted Intourist’ to initiate 
efforts to locate him and after a couple of keurs, inquiry at the 
Berlin Hotel established that OSWALD's room Key was missing, 
indicating: that he was apparently in his roe Hotel employees then 
detérmined that CSWALD's rocm was secured eek the inside and when 
he':f2iled to respend to their request for him t. open the door, they 
forced it open. OSWALD was found blecding severely frem self-inflicted. 

“ wodnds and was immediately taken by an ambulance to a hespital, 
believed by NOSENKO to be the Botkinskaya Hospital in Mcscow. NOSENKO 
did not know specifically whother CSWALD was. bleeding from wounds in .. 
his left or right wrist or whether from both wrists and he. did: not 
s1CW what instrument was used to cause the wound or wounds, — The 

* KRUPNOV who in turn received it from Intcurist scurces. NOSENKO did oa 
- not know how long OSWALD remained in the hcspital but stated it was: 

' for several days. OSWALD's attenpted suicide was reported by 
NOSENKO to the Chief of the Scventh Department, Colonel KONSTANTIN 
NIKITCVICH DUBAS, and NOSENKO believed that DUBAS then roported it 
to the Office of the Chief of tho Sccend Chief Directorate, 
NOSENKO's original decision that the KGB wculd not become invoived 
with OSWALD was approved by the Chief of the Seccnd Directorate, - 

- and it was further agreed that he should not be permitted to remain a 
an. the USSR. ns = gett’ 
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A report from the hospital was received which gave the 

circumstances of OSWALD's admittance to the hespital, treatment 

received including blood transfusica, and the report stated OSWALD 

had attempted suicide because he was not granted permission to remain 

in the USSR. The hospital record also included an evaluation that 

CSWALD's attempted suicide indicated nental instability. NCSENKO 

did not know whether this evaluation was based on a psychiatric “* ... 

examination or was merely an observation of the hcespital medical a 

staff. NOSENKO also learned that upon CSWALD's discharge from the 

hospital he was again informed by Intcurist that ke ccuid not reside 

in the USSR and OSWALD stated he would ccamit suicide. Ff 

» 

oa NOSENKO did not know who made the decision to grant CSWALD 

permission to roside temporarily in the USSR, but he is sure it was 

net a. KGB decision and he added that upon learning of this decision 

’ ¢he KGB instructed that GSWALD not be permitted to reside in the 

“4 

‘Moscow are2. NOSENKO suggested that either the Soviet Red Crozes or. 

: the Ministry .of Foreign Affairs mede the decision to permit OSWALD . 

“to reside in the USSR and also made the decisicn to assign him to 

‘Wins, NOSENKO attached no particular Significance to tne fact that 

OSWALD was settled in Minsk but offered the cpinion that since Minsk 

is a capital city of one of the Republics and is an above-average. “ 

. Soviet city in cleanliness and moder facilities, it was salected 

:4n order to create a better impression on OSWALD, a foreigner. 

After the KGB was advised of the decisicn to eathorize 

"OSWALD to reside in Minsk it was necessary for KRUPNOV to bring 

OSWALD's file up to date for purpose of transferring it to the 4B 

_ Office in Minsk. This was done and the file was forwarded to Minsx 

by a‘covar letter prepered by KRUPNOV,. ‘Seat cover letter briefly 

\ Summarized OSWALD's case and specifically instructed that K@3, Minsk, 

take no action concerning OSWALD except to "passively" cbserve his 

activities to make sure he was not a United States intelligence 

agent, temporarily dormant. KRUPNOV's letter was read by RCSENKO 

_and signed by DUBAS. 
. 

aien®L exes NOSENKO stated that in view of instructions fron KGB, 

Uoscow, no active interest could be taken in OSWALD in liinsk with- 

out obtaining prior approval from kC3, Moscow. According to 

_NOSENKO no such approval was over requested or granted and based 

-" on bis experience, he opined that the only coverage of OSWALD 

during his stay. in Minsk consistod of periodic checks at his piace 

‘of employmont, inquiry of neighbors, 2ssociates aad review of his 
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The next time NCSENKO beard of OSWALD was in connection | 

with OSWALD's application to the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City for - 

a Soviet re-entry visa. NOSENKO did not know how Mexiom City 

advised Moscow of subject's application. His knowledge resulted 

from-an oral inquiry of NOSENKO's department by M. I. TURALIN, 

Service Number Two, (counterintelligence in foreign countries), ~ yt : 

First Chief Directorate. NOSENKO recalled that TURALIN had qrally , i 

contacted VLADIMIR KUZMICH ALEKSEEV, Caief, Sixth Section of tig SE 

NOSENKO's Tourist Department, with respect to OSWALD. NOSENKO'S Do 

Department had no interest in OSWALD and recemmended that OSWALD's~ °.: 

‘ request for a re-entry visa be denied. NOSENKO eculd not recall a 

when OSWALD, visited Mexico City in connection with his visa 

application. 
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: NOSENKO's next knowledge of OSWALD's activities arose as . 

a result of President JOAN F, KENNEDY's assassination, NOSENK . 

recalled that abcut two hours after President KENNEDY had boen shot» 

he was; telephonically advised at his home by the KGB Center of this 

fact. ‘A short time later he was telephonically advised of the 

President's death, About two hours later: NCSENKO was advised that rae 

OSWALD. had been arrested, and NOSENKO and his staff were called to oy 

work for purpcese of determining whether the KGB had any infcrmation h 

concerning OSWALD, After establishing OSWALD's identity from KGB 

files and ascertaining that OSWALD's file was still in Minsk, NOSENKO, .~ : 

on instructions of General OLEG M, GRIBANOV, Chief of the Second Chief: t 

Directprate of the KGB, telephonically contacted the KGB Office in  ..-:.- 

Minsk ‘dnd had them dictate a summary of the OSWALD file, NOSENKO Lat 

did not personally accept this summary, but it was taken down by an 

employee of his department. As reported by NOSENKO at the time of 

his interview on February 26, 1964, this summary concluded with a . | 
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statement that the KGB at Minsk had endeavored “to influence OSWALD 

in the right direction." As reported by NCSENKO, this latter state- 

ment greatly disturbed GRIBANOV since the KGB.Headquarters had -, 

instructed that no action be taken Concerning CSWALD except to 

passively observe his activities. Accordingly, GRIBANOV ordered 

all records at Minsk pertaining to CSWALD be forwarded imnodiately 

to Moscow by military aircraft with én explanation concorning the 

meaning of the above-nentioned statement. NOSENKO road the file 

summary telephonically furnished by Minsk, the explanation from... 
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Minsk concerning the meaning of the above-mentioned statement, and 

thoroughly reviewed OSWALD's file prior to making same available to 

SERGEI MIKHAILOVICFP FEDOSEEV, Chief of the First Department, Second 

Chief Directorate, who prepared a two-page Summary menorandun. for 

GRIBANOV. That memorandum was furnished by GRIBANOV to VLADINIR 

SEMICHASTNY, Chairman of KGB who ifn turn reported to the Central 

Cenmittee of tie Communist Party, USSR, and to NIKITA 8. KHRUSHCHEV. 

According to NOSENKO, CSWALD's file, as received from Minsk, contained. 

no information to indicate that tho KGB at Minsk had taken any action 

with respect to OSWALD contrary to instructions from KGB Headquarters. 

It did contain information concerning OSWALD's marriage to MARINA 

‘ OSWALD, background data on MARINA, including fact she had been a 

member of the Komscnol (Communist Party Youth Crganization) but 

was dropped for nonpayment of dues 2nd the fact that the OSWALDs 

had departed the USSR for the United States. His file also included 

a statement that OSWALD had been a poor worker. NCSENKO read Lot les 

FEDOSEEV'’s summary memorandum and he recalled that it contained the we | 

definite statement that from the date of CSWALD's arrival in the USSR . 

until his departure from the USSR, the KGB had no personal contact 

with OSWALD and had not attempted to utilize him in any manner. 

  
NOSENKO was questioned 2s to whether CS'IALD cculd have been 

trained and furnished assignments by any other Soviet intelligence 

organization including the GRU (Soviet Military Intelligence) or the 

. Thirteenth Department of the First Directorate of the KGB (which 

deals with sabotage, explosions, killings, terror).- NOSENKO stated 

that he is absolutely certain that OSWALD received no such training . 

or assignments. In this connection he explained that if any other of 

department of KGB wanted to utilize OSWALD, they would have to 

contact the department which originally opened up the file on OSWALD ~ 

CNOSENKO'S department) and ask permissicn to utilize him. NOSENSO 

stated that this would also apply to GRU. NOSENKO further explained 

that in view of their evaluation that OSWALD appeared to be mentally <¢ . 

unstable no Soviet Intelligence Agency, perticuiarly the Thirteenth 3 

Department, wouid consider using him. NOSENKO also advised that : 

further evidence that OSWALD was not of intelligence interest to the 

KGB is shown by the fact that the KGB Headquarters did not retain a ~ 

control file concerning OSWALD following his settlement in Minsk.” 

He olaborated by stating that had OSWALD been of any intelligence ° 

Snterest to KGB a control file would also have been naintained at: 
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KGB Headquarters. This file would have been assigned to a Case 
Officer at Heddquarters with responsibility to direct supervision 
of the case, including ‘he making of pericdic visits to Minsk by the 
Case Officer. In OSWALD's case the caly record maintained at kKG3 — 

* Headquarters in Moscow was an index vd bearing OSWALD*s name and 
the identity of the department which | originated the file concerning 

hin. 

NOSENKO advised that he ascertained from reading CSWALD's 
file that the Soviet Red Cress had made payments to OSWALD, He 
stated, however, that it is a normal practice for the Soviet Red 
Cross to make payments to emigres and defectors in order to assist =’. 
them in enjoying a better standard of living than Soviet citizens. 
engaged in similar occupations. lie learned that OSWALD. received 2 

the minimum pzyments from the Soviet Red Gsees which he estinated - 

to be approximately €0 rubles par month, He did not know when these : 

payments began and did not know for how Long they continued. 

“NOSENKO stated that there are no Savist vesulations which: 

would have prevented.OSWALD from traveling Zrcm Minsk to Moscow. 

without police authority. Hoe stated that Scviet citizans likewise ~ 

are permitted to travel from place to place withcut having to 

receive special permission. 

Following President ISNHEDY" s assassination, NCSENKO~ 

ascertained from OSWALD's file that he had had access to a gun. 

which he used to hunt game with fellow enplcyees' in the USSR, 
—----—: 

Ke could not describe the gun used by CSWALD but did renenber 

that it was used to shoot rabbits. NOSENKO stated that Western 

newspaper reports describe CSWALD 2s an export shot; however, . 

OSWALD's file contained stateinonts from fallow huntors that OSWALD. 

was an extremely poor shot and that it’ was necessary. for porsons 

who Z6conpanige Sim on’ hunts to provide bim with game. 

NCSENKO stated that there is no KGB eee: no GRU eeee 

school in the vicinity of Minsk. -- 

o According to NOSENKO, no soparate file was maintained by 

the KGB concerning MARINA CSWALD and all of KGB's information. 

concerning her was kept in OSWALD's file. He said that no information 

re Cages _ . 4 - ; O81. 
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in that file indicated that the KGB had any interest in MARINA 

OSWALD eitkar while she was in the Soviet Union or after she 

departed the Sovit Union. NOSENKO also advised that KGB had “, 

no plans to contact either OSWALD or HARINA in the United Statos. 

NOSENKO opined that after OSWALD departed the USSR he 

would not have been permitted to re-enter that country under any 

circumstances. He expressed the opinica that MARINA and her 

children would have been granted permission to:roturn alone had 

President KENNEDY not been assassinated, 

ot Since the assassination of President Kennedy he does not: *;'° 

- know what decision would be made with respect to MARINA OSWALD and - 

her children. _ as a 

: NOSENKO had no information that thé; Soviet Government. : 

ever received any contact from the Cubans concerning OSWALD, and 2% 

he knew of no Cuban involvement in the assassination. gt 

: NOSENKO stated that he had no knowledge that OSWALD had 

made application to re-enter the Sovict Union other than through 

his contact with the Soviet Embassy at Mexico City. He pointed 

out in this connection, that had OSWALD applicd at the Soviet 

Embassy in Washington, D. C., or elsewhere, the KGB would not 

have ever been apprised of the visa roquest if tho visa issuing 

officer at the Embassy decided on his own authority to reject the 

_ visa application. : oo E 
% 

5 h 

NOSENKO noted that all mail addressed to the Aneri can 

Embassy in Moscow, Cmanating abroad or from the USSR itself, is 

first reviewed by the KGB in Moscow.. NOSENKO added that on 

occesions mail from"significant" persons is not even permitted 

  

\ 

by KGB to reach the American “mbassy. In the case of OSWALD, NOSENKO :i7%. ° 

stated that since he was of no significance or particular interest 

to the KGB,.correspondence fron OSWALD would be permitted to reach 

the Embassy, cven though critical, Hovwover, NOSENKO had no knowledge 

that OSWALD ever directod a communication of any type to the American 

_ Bmbassy in loscow. 
a 
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NOSENKO stated that no publicity appeared in the Soviet 

Press or over the radio regarding OSWALD's arrival or departure . 

from the USSR and no publicity resultod from his attempted suicide.” 

Soviet newspapers and radio have carried numerous statements , 

concerning President KENNEDY's assassination which quoted frca 

Western newspaper stories concerning OSWALD's alleged involvenent. 

including the fact that OSWALD had provicusly visited the USSR. 

NCSENKO advised he saw nothing unusual in the fact that 

OSWALD was permitted to marry a Soviet citizen and later permitted - 

to depart the USSR with her. He noted that Soviet law specifically 

provides that a Soviet citizen may marry 4 foreign national in the © 

USSR and depart from the USSR with spouse, provided, of course, the 

Soviet citizen had not had access to sensitive information. . “as 

high esteem by the Soviet Government and that President KENNEDY 

hed been evaluated by the Soviet Government as a person interested 

in maintaining peace. He stated that follcowing the assassination, 

the Soviet guards were renoved fxrcm around the Anerican Enbassy in 

Moscow and the Soviet people were pernitted withcut interference to 

visit the American Embassy to express thoir condclcences. According 

to NOSENKO, this is the only cccasion he can recall where such actica 

had been taken, He said that the orders to remove the guards cane: 

from “above."' He added that his departwént provided approximately 

20 nen who spoxe the English languago for assignment in tne imnediate.. 

vicinity of the American Enbassy in Moscow to insure that no dis- 

On March 4, 1964, NOSENICO stated that he did not want.any.. 2. 

publicity in connection with this information but stated that he .. 

would be Willing to testify to this information before the a 

Presidential Commission, provided such tostimony is given in socret. - 

and absolutely no publicity is given either to his appearance .bofore- 

the Commission or to .tho tnformatica itsolf. ~ as 

  

It was his opinion that President KENNEDY was held in J 

e 

respect was shown during this period. : 7 ee
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On March 6, 1964, YURI IVANOVICH NOSENKO inquired ., 

4¢ tho material he furnished on March 4, 1564,-10garding 

LEE HARVEY OSWALD was given to the appropriate authorities 

with his request that no publicity be granted the information . : 

he furnished. He. was advised that this was done. ‘ mg OF 

NOSENKO was asked if an alien residing in the Soviet 

Union could own a rifle or shotgun. Ho replied that an alien 

can own a shotgun, but it must be registered with the ‘Militsia,  - 

He added that an alien can buy a rifle for hunting only with -- 

the permission of the Militsia prior to the purchase, ‘and it ~ 

must be registered with the Militsia. He stated that‘at no 

: time can an alien buy or carry a pistol or a military; rifle. . 
mo, . .. : tt 

   

  

   

  

  

  

  

- SAs MAURICE A, TAYLOR, DONALD E. WALTER 

and ALEKSO POPTANICH AP: lke 3/9/64 
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/ sasminer 
WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 

Ep groin some 

/ 
March 4, 1964 

LEE HARVEY OSWALD 

INTERWAL SECURITY —- R ~ CUBA 

On March 3, 1964, Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko advised 
that at the time of Oswald's arrival in the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Repubtics (USSR) in the Fall of 1959, he (Nosenko) 
held the position of Deputy Chief, First Section, Seventh 
Department, Second Chief Directorate Ccounterintclligenco), 
KGB (Committee fox State Security). This varticular Section, 
of which he was then Deputy Chief, handled the KGB investi-~ 
gations of tourists from the United States and British 
Commonwealth countries, 

. . 

The First Section, at that time, and at present, 
contains fitteen or Sixteen officers, holding vanks of Junior 
Case Officers, Case Officers and Senior Case Officers, At 
the time of President John F. Kennedy's assassination, 
Nosenko stated he then held the position of Deputy Chief, 
Seventh Department, (Tourist Department), Second Chie? 
Directorate, with the rank of Lieutenant Colonel. The 
Seventh Department, consisting of approximately ninety 
Case Officers, is responsible for i¢GB investigations of 
tourists from ali non-cozmmunist countrics, 

Prior to Oswald's arrival in the USSR he was 
completely unknown to the KGB, according to Kosenko,. In 
this connection he pointed cut that immediately upon 
issuance of a visa to a person to visit the USSR, the Seventh 
Department (“osuxist), Second Chief Dircctorate, KGB, is 
notified, 4¢ thet time a preliminary evaluation is made 
of ths individual and a determination made as to what action, 
ig any, should be taken by the Tourist Department. Oswald's 
background was not of sufficient importance for the Tovrist 
Department to have any advance interest in him and Nosenko 
stated that his first knowledge of the existence of Oswald 
arose in cbout October, 1959, when Kim Georgievich Krupnov, 
a Case Officer in his section, reported to him information 

“which Krudnov had received 22cm an Intourist interpreter, It 
was to the effect that Oswald, an American citizen who had
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entered the USSR on 2tenmoorary visa, desired to remain 
permanently in the USSR and to become a Soviet citizen. 
Kcsupnov at this time dispiayod to Nosenko a menorandum 
prepared by Krupnov containing information which hed been 
received by Keupnov 2rom KGS informants at the llotel Berlin 
(which administr ayivoly is part of the Hotel Metropole) 
concerning Oswa tar s behavior patterns, an Intourist itineri.ry 
for Oswald, and a two-page report prenared by the Intourist | 
inverpreter (a KGB informant) concerning his conversations 
with Oswaic and his impressions and evaluations o7 Oswald. 
At that time a file was onencd in Nosenkots section iacor= 
porating all of the information which ivupnov had collected. 

Nosenko and Krunprov, oa basis of this information, 
concluded that Oswald was of no interest to the KGB and both 
agreed that Oswald appeared soncwhat abnormal. Nosenko 
could rot speci zicelly State what factors caused him to 
evaluate Oswald as being 2 put on basis of all 
information available to h time there was no 

ot "fully normal." At 
& 

e 

dowst in his mind thet Oswald a 
n Osvalda’ Ss pe cior military 
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sezvice and Wosenio stated that he 
eveilable to him, it- would have been o: 

c interest or significance to the KGB, ~~ 

THREE me the KGB did not k 
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On the basis of Nosenko's evaluation of Oswald 
he instructed Nrusnov to acviss Oswald, through the 
=ntourist interpreter, that Oswald would not be permitted 
tO remain in the USSR permenently and that he woulé neve to 
e€Gpert at the expiration of S visa and thereafter ssak 
Lie@ntry aS a permanent resident through routine channels 

‘.at the Soviet Embassy in the United States. WNosenlko'ts 
instructic.s were carried out and on the same date or the 
following cay he lesrsed that Oswald Zailed to sanvear 
or a schneculed tour arrangec by his Fntourist guide, 

This promsted Intovwrist to initiate erforts to locate 
him and atter a couple of hou 2S incuiry at the Berlin 
Hotel estaplished that Csyvald's room key was missing, 
indicating that ho was anoctencly in his room, Fotel 
employees then Getermined that Oswald's room was secured 
“rom the inside and when he 2oiicd to respond to their request 

ox him to open tho door, they forced it open, Csvale was found
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bleeding severely fron self-inflicted wounds and wes 
immediately taken by an ambulanca to a hospital, believed 
by Nosenko to be the Botkinskaya Hospital in Moscow. Nosenko 
did not know specifically whether Oswald wes bleeding from 
wounds in his left or right wrist or whether from both 

‘wrists and he did not know what instrument was used to 
cause the wound or wounds, The information regarding Oswald's 
yvounds was received by Nosenko from Krupnov who in turn received 
it from intourist sources. Nosenlco did not know how long 
Oswald semained in the hospital but stated it was for several 
days, Oswald's attennted suicide was revorted by Noserko to 
the Chief of the Seventh fepartuent, Colonel Yoastentin 
Nikitovich Dubas, and Nosenko believed that Dubas then revorved 
it to the Office of the Chie? of the Second Chie# Directorate, 
Nosenko‘*s original Cecision that the KGB would not become 
involved with Oswald was approved by the Chief of the Siecond 
Directorate, and it was 2urther agreed that he should not be 
permitted to remain in tne USSR, 

A report from the hospital wes xveceived which gave 
the circumstances of Cswald's admittance to the hospital, 
treatment received including blocd transfusion, and the report 
Stated Csyaid had attenpted suicide because he was not granted 
pernission to remain in the USSR. ‘The hospital record also 

1a tL} 
s a 

included an evaluation that Csewald's attempted suicide indiceted 
mental instanility, Nosenko did uot know whether this evaluation 
Was basca of a nsychiatric examination or was’ merely an 
observation of the hospital medical staff, MNosenko also 
learned that uvon Cswald's Gischarge from the hospitel he 
Was again informed by Intourist that he could not reside in 
the USSR and Cswald stated he would comait suicide, 

; Nosenko did not know who made tre decision to grant 
Oswald permission to reside temrnorarily in the USSR, but he 
is sure it was not a KGB decision and he added that upon 
earning of this decision the KCB instructed that Oswald not 
be permivy scow area. Nosenko suggested 

2 
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ccoed to vaside in the 

  

that either the Soviet Red Cross or the Ministry o7 Foreign 
Affairs wade the cecision to sexrmit Cswald to reside in the 
USSR and 2lso made the decision to assign him to Minsk, 
Nosenko attached no varticular significance to the fact that 
Oswald was settled in Minsk but offered the opinion that since 
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Minsk is a capital city of one of the Republics and is en 
above-average Soviet city in cleanliness and modern 
facilities, it was selected in order to create a better 
impression on Oswald, a ZYoreigner, 

ce
 

After the KGB was advised of the decision to 
authorize Oswald to reside in Minsk it was necessary for 
Krupnov to bring Cswald's file up to date for purpose of 
transferring it to the XG3 Office in Minsk. This was done — ° 
and the file was forwarded to Mins: by ae cover letter 

he pi by Keupnov. That cover letter briefly summarized 
Oswald's case and specifically instructed that KGB, Minsk 
take no action concerning Oswald excent to "passively" 
observe his activities vO make sure that he was not a 

‘United States intelligence agent temporarily dormant. 
Evuonov's letter was reed by Nosenko and signed by Dubas, 

  

+ a Nosenko stated chat in view of instructions from . 
KGB, Moscow, no active interest could be taken in Oswald in f 
Minsk without optaining oricr anproval from XGB, Moscow. 
According to Nosenko no such anproval was ever ieauested 
or granted and based on his experience, he opined that the : 
only coverege of OswalG@ curing his stay at Minsk consisted 
of periodic checks at his place of employment, incuiry o7 
eighbors, associates and revicw of his mai 

The next tine 
connection with Oswald's : 
in Mexico City for a Sovic% 
know how Mexico City advise 
Eis knowledge resulted 

Gepevtment by M. I. Turalin, $ 

elligence in fore x 

   
‘vice Number 2, (counter 

n s), Birst Chief Directorate, 
Nosenko recalled that Turalin had orally eentaceed Vledinir 
Kugnmich Aleksecv, Chie?, Sixth Section of Nosenko'’s Tourist 
Denartment, with respect to Csywald. Nosenko's Department 
had no interest in Cswaid sac recomaended that Oswald's 

~ 

a2 be denied, Nosenko could not 
dekico City in connection with 

request: for a re-entry vis 
recall when Oswald visited 
his visa apolication, 
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Nosenko's noxt knowledge of Oswa 

as a result :o2 President John ©. “Kennedy's as 

Wosenko recalled that about two hours alter P 

nad been shot he was telephonically advised at his home by 

the KGB Center of this fact. A short time later he was 

telephonically advised of the President's death, About two 

hours Latex Nosenko was advised that Csweld had been arrested, - 

and Nosenko and his staff were called to work for durpose of 

Getermining whether the KGB had any information concerning 

Oswald. &A2ter establishing Oswald’s identity from KGB files : 

and ascertaining that Cswald's file was stili in Minsk, 

Nosenko, on instructions of General Oleg M. Gribanov, Chief 

we
 

  

     

Lan Sie 

of the Second Chief Directorate of the KGB, telephonically 

contacted the KGS Office in Minsk and had them dictate a 

summary o£ the Oswald file, Wosenko did not personally 

acceot this summary, but it was taken down by an employee of 

his department. As xredorted by Nosenko at the time oft his 

interview on Pebruavy 26, 1964, this summary concluded with 

a statenent theat- the KGB at Minsk had endeavored "to influence 

Oswald in the rection." fs reported by Nosenko, this - é 

latter statement greatly disturbed Gribanov since the KGB Head- 

quarters had instructed that no action be taken concerning 

Oswaid exceot to passively observe nis activities, Accordingly, 

Gribanov orcezed ali records at Minsk pertaining to Oswald be 

forwarded immediately to Moscow by mili ary aircraft with an 

explanation concerning the meaning of the above-mentioned 

          

statement, Noserko read the file su wy colevhonicaliy 

fuvnished by Minsk, the exDianation ci Miinsk concerning the 

meanine of the above-mentioned statoment, and thoroughly reviewed 

Oswald's. 2ile prior to makings 
Fedcseev, Chie? of the Pi 
who prepared a two-page = 

me available to .Sergei Mikhailovich 
pariment, Second Chiet Directorate, | 

enorandum for Gribanov. That f 
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memorancun was furnished by Cribanov to Vladimir Semickastay, 

Chairman of GB who in turn vocvorted to the Central Committee of 

the Communist Party, USSR, and to Nikita S, Khrushchev, Accord- 

ing to Nosenko, Oswald's file, as received from Minsk, contained 

no information to indicate that the NCS at Minsk had taken any 

ection with respect to Oswel 

  

( vary to instructions fron EGB 

Headquarters, it did contain information concerning Oswald's 

narriage to Mazina Oswald, background data on Marina, including fact 

she hed toen 2 member of the Komsomol (Communist Party Youth Organ 

  

  au 

ization) but was dropped Zor nonpayment of cues and the fact that’ 
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the Oswelds had departed the USSR for the United States, : 

Bis file also included 2 statement that Cswald had been a 

poor worker. Nosenko read Fedosecev's summary meno orandun 

and he recalled that it somes ined the cefinite statement 
ws 

that from the @ate of Oswald's arrival in the USSR until 

his departure from the USSR, the KGB had no personal contact 

with Oswald and had not attempted to-utilize him in any manner, 

whether Oswald could 

  

      

  

WNosenko was duestioned 2s to 

have been trained and furnished assignments by any other 

Soviet intelligence organization incluciag the au (Soviet 

filitary intelligence) or the Thirteenth aeteent of the 

First Directorate of the KGB (which ceats with sabotage, 

explosions, killings, terror). Nosenko statcd that he is 

absolutely certain that Csweid received no sech training 

or assignments. mn this connection he exnlained that if 

any other department of XC5 wenteda % 4 they 

would have to contact the cana as n opened 
ad ask permission 

up the file on Cswald (Nosenko! 
also apply to 

to utilize him. Nosenko —— 

    

   

   

G2U. Nosenko further expiained their evaluation 

that Cswald anpeared 7 

Intelligence Agency, Devartment, 

wouid consider using . se hat further 

evidence that Oswald \ not of intelligence interest to the 

‘KGB is shown by the at the EGB Teadcuarters did not 

retain a control file : ine Cswald following nis settle- 

ment in Minsk. ie c Steting that had Oswald been 

of any intelligence so KGB a control file would also 

heve been maintained at KCS Headquarvers. This Pile would 

have been assigned to a Case OPficer at Eeadauarters with 

veapons7bs12ey %o direct supervision os the case, including 

the making o eriocic vi the Case Officer. 

In Oswald's e ol: at KGB Heacauarters 

n rame and the 
in Moscow was 3 : a bearang swald's 

3 : the file concerning 
identity of 

him, 

  

Nosenko advised that he ascertained from reading 

Osweid's File that the Soviet Red Cross ha@ made vayments to 

Osweld. He stated, however, that it is a normal practice 
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for the Soviet Red Cross to make payments to emigres and 

cefectors in oréer to essist them in enjoying a better 

stendard of living taen Soviet citizens engaged in similar 

occupavions. He Jearned that Oswaid received the minimum 

payments from the Soviet Red Cross which he estimated to 

be approximately 90 rubles per month, He did not know 

when these oaymenats began and Gid no t know for how long 

they continued, : 

    

    

  

    

Nosénko stated that there are no Soviet regulations 

which wouldhave vrevented “Seewid feom traveling from 

Minsk to Moscow without solice suvhno#ity. Ee stated that 

Soviet citizens likewise are perm: travel from place 
to plece without having to receive soecial permission. 

  

   

   

Tollowing President Yennedy's assassination 

Nosenko ascertained Zrom Csyvaeld's 2ile that he had had access 

toa gen which he used to 1S Wi TeLlicy ote a in the 

USSR. He could not Gescribe 2 Csweldad but did 

remember that it wes used to eniko stated 

that Western newspaner repor an expert S 

shot; however, Oswald’s file 
punters that Oswald wes an 

was necessary for versons who accompa 

provide him with game. 

c Y from fellow 
x si end that it 

a him on hunts to 

training school in the vic 

file wes 

        

Sccoxrding to Noce: Ss oe 

maintained by the MGB conc ing Mar Cswald and 2ll of 

YGB's information concerning her vas sent in Csw2ld's file. 

Be said that no ine in that file indicated that the 

«GB had any inves 2 osaala oither inte she wes 

in-the Soviet Uni she dconrted the Soviet Union. 

Nosenko also aavi had no clans to contact either 

Oswald or Marina d States. 

Rosenk after Cswaid ¢ rced the USSR 

he vould not have tea to re-enter c country 

uncer 2 ny ¢ CLECES ° eroressed the op .ton that Ligaeai 

and her children ha peen granted dei 

alone had # Bresident  Besasdy not peen ass 
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LEE HARVEY OSWALD 

Since the “SSassination of Dres 
not Enow what decision would be made with 
Oswald and her children. 

  

nt Kennedy he does 
pect to Marina 4H 0 

0 
v) 

Nosenko had no information that the Soviet Govern=- ment ever received any contact from the Cubans concerning 
Vo 

Oswald, and he knew of no Cuban involvement in the assassing-=- 

    

tion. 

Nosenko stated thet he had no Enowledge that Oswald had made application to re-enter the Soviet Usion other than through his contact with Sovi Habassy at Mexico City. He pointed out in oF Cswald applied i = S 
or elsewhere, ¢t b 
the visa recves 

e 
Gecideé on his 

‘Nosenko x 

     

a 

American 2abassy in aD 
USSR itselz, i ESB 
acded that o: gn s is not evén : th 20a in the case cant : W2S O ho significs 

co the GB, corres- pondence fro 2 LO reach the Exbassy, even though 
nad no knowledge that Oswald ever any type to the American mba se 

Nosenko stated the 
Soviet Press or over the radi 
os departure from the USSR en 
his attemoted suicide. Sovie 
carried nwnaerous stat S 
assassination which z     tiat Cswald had ore 

—— SSS rm ten gas ee
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Nosenko advised he 

fact that Oswald was abFai Sted 

and later perr to devart 
Soviet law snecifically provides 
marry a foreign national in the 

SSR with snouse provided, of c 
not had access to sensitive in? 

  

  

It was his ovinion th 
esteem by the Sovi 

So 

as a person int ced in mainte 
a 

  

y had been evaluated b 

  

oe
 

aw nothing unusual in the 
to marry a Soviet citizen 

tne USSR with her. He noted that 
s that a Soviet citizen may 
USSR and devart from the 

curse, the Soviet citizen had 
ozrmation,. ° 

dent Kennedy was 
t and that 
Soviet Government 

He stated that 

1at Pres 
e Gt €ov in 

Vy tne 

aining peace 

2ua 

SST ° 
following the assination, the Soviet euards were renoved 
from around the fmerican Embassy in Moscow end the Soviet 
people were nermitted without interZerence to visit the : . 

fmorican Babassy to express their condolences. According to re: 
Nosenko, this is the only occasion ne can recall where such ae 
action had been taken, Ee said that the orders to remove the p | 

guards came from “above. Be added that his a I 
aporoximately 20 inen who Spoke the Gnelish 1 
as on in t 1SCiate vicini ° h ; 

( that no Gisres; c ' 

   


