
IN THE 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

HAROLD WEISBERG, 3 

Plaintiff-Appellant 

Case No. 77-1831 

Case No. 78-1731 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Defendant-Appellee 

OPPOSITION TO APPELLEE'S MOTION TO DISMISS 
  

The above two cases have been consolidated by order of this 

Court dated August 4, 1978. On the day that appellee's brief was 

due in Case No. 78-1831, appellee informed appellant's counsel 

that two of the Warren Commission executive session transcripts 

at issue in this case were being released and would be mailed to 

Weisberg at his home in Frederick, Maryland, a procedure which 

ensured that he would receive his copies after the transcripts were 

made available to the general public. That same day appellee filed 

a motion requesting partial dismissal of the appeal in Case No. 

77-1831 and complete dismissal of the appeal in case No. 78-1731. 

Appellee's motion for dismissal is founded upon claims that 

the release of the June 23, 1964 Warren Commission executive session 

transcript and eleven pages of the January 21, 1964 transcript has 

mooted all of the issues in 78-1731 and all issues in 77-1831 ex-



cept those pertaining to the remaining undisclosed transcript of 

May 19, 1964. 

For the reasons set forth below, appellant vigorously opposes 

the motion to dismiss. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The two transcripts which appellee has just released have 

been withheld from appellant Weisberg for over a decade. Originally 

they were withheld from Weisberg on the grounds that they were 

exempt under (b) (1) because their release would endanger the na- 

tional security. Subsequently, after the Freedom of Information 

Act was amended in 1974, appellee also claimed that they were exempt 

under (b) (3) pursuant to a statute, 50 U.S.C. §403(d) (3) which 

requires the Director of Central Intelligence to protect against 

the unauthorized disclosure of "intelligence sources and methods." 

Now that these transcripts have been released, it is evident, 

as Weisberg haw éladinad all along, that an enormous feed was being 

perpetrated by appellee. The transcripts themselves prove that 

appellee's claims about their national security content were not 

only baseless but fabricated. There never was any classifiable na- 

tional security information in either of the withheld transcripts, 

nor did their release disclose any intelligence sources and methods 

not already well known. The affidavit of appellant Weisberg which 

is reproduced in the addendum to this Opposition removes any possible



doubts about the fraudulent nature of appellee's representations 

to the district court about the nature of these transcripts. 

Despite its length, the Weisberg affidavit is not exhaustive. 

Much more evidence could be adduced to show the falsity of appel- 

lee's affidavits and. pleadings. (The entire June 23, 1964 Warren 

Commission executive session transcript is attached as Exhibit 1 

to the Weisberg affidavit. Pages 63-73 of khe January 21, 1964 

transcript are attached as Exhibit 2) 

This is not the first time that this defendant and its ally, 

the Central Intelligence Agency, have engaged in this pattern of 

deceiptful and abusive conduct. “In an earlier lawsuit for the 

January 27, 1964 Warren Commission executive session transcript, 

Weisberg v. General Services Adminstration, Civil Action No. 75- 

1448, the GSA lost on its claim that the transcript was properly 

classified but won on an equally spurious claim that it was exempt 

under (b) (7) as “an investigatory file compiled for law enforcement 

purposes" even though the answers to interrogatories showed that 

it had never been seen by any law enforcement official until at 

least three years after the Warren Commission went out of existence, 

and arguably not even then. Before Weisberg could appeal, the CIA 

"declassified" what never qualified for classification and the GSA - 

forgot about its exemption 7 claim and released the transcript. 

Like the January 21 and June 23 transcripts just released, the 

January 27 transcript had been withheld at the behest of the CIA 

purportedly to protect "intelligence sources and methods." As with 

the present transcripts, the text of January 27 transcript proved



the government's representations of its contents false. 

The concluding paragraph of Weisberg's attached affidavit 

relate some of the consequences of this pattern of conduct: 

82. 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 case, both stonewalled until the last 
minute before this Court would have been in- 
volved. In each case, rather than risk per- 
mitting this Court to consider the issues and 
examine official conduct, I was given what had 
for so long and at such cost been denied me. 
This is an effective nullification of the Act, 
which requires promptness. It becomes an offi- 
cial means of frustrating writing that ex- 
poses 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 too long and 
spurious affidavits with many attachments. With 
the other now systematized devices for noncompli- 
ance, 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 sensi- 

tive 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. 

Appellee has moved to moot most of the issues in 77-1831 and 

all the issues in 78-1731 because it and the CIA are afraid that 

these appeals will set precedents which constrain the government's



ability to manipulate court's and court procedures in Freedom of 

Information Act cases. Both agencies know that this case is one 

involving particularly egregious conduct and that appellant has 

taken pains, under very difficult circumstances, to build a solid 

factual record in his support. From their point of view it is 

unlikely that there will ever be a worse factual record for this 

Court to address the legal issues which appellant has raised. Ac- 

cordingly, as one final act of manipulation they have attempted 

to deprive this Court of the optimum factual record on which to 

address those issues by claiming that the release of these two 

transcripts moots those issues. 

There is absolutely no doubt but that the conduct of the 

GSA and the CIA in this case is subversive of the integrity and 

independence of the judiciary and makes a mockery of the law which 

this Court is sworn to uphold. There can be no meaningful imple- 

mentation of the Freedom of Information Act if this conduct is 

allowed to persist. If it does pacsian, the respect of the citi-' 

zens for the judiciary will also be lost. These are the issues 

which are ultimately at stake in considering the appellee's motion 

to dismiss. 

II. THE "PUBLIC INTEREST" EXCEPTION TO THE MOOTNESS DOCTRINE 

APPLIES HERE 

In Alton & So. Ry. Co. v. International Ass'n of Mach. & A.W., 

150 U.S.App.D.C. 36, 463 F. 2d 872, this Court discussed the mootness



doctrine at some length. In doing so, it referred to the doctrine 

spawned by what it refers to as "the seminal opinion, in modern 

jurisprudence” in Southern Pacific Terminal Co. v. ICC, 219 U.S. 
  

498 (1911): 

The liklihood of repetition of the contro- 
versy and the public interest in assuring ap- 
pellate review are the key elements of the 
Southern Pacific Terminal doctrine. The vi- 
tality of the Southern Pacific Terminal doc~ 
trine is undeniable. Precedents abound. . .. 
Indeed, if this doctrine identifies an "excep- 
tion," the exception may have swallowed up 
the rule--at least where litigation involves 
actions by or against public officials, and 
the public interest in assuring enforcement of 
the legislative will and, of course, consti- 

tutional mandates. A cognate "public interest" 

has also led in recent years to the overhaul 
of doctrines on matters like standing and 

ripeness, and to the hearing of controversies 

from which the courts formerly refrained. 
(citations omitted) Alton, supra, at 42-43. 

  

This case is one which contains all the elements mentioned 

in this passage from Alton. The issues raised by Case No. 78-1831 

are certain of repetition. This is true, for example, of the issue 

raised in that case as to whether records al Teqedty withheld under — 

50 U.S.C. §403(d) (3) to protect the unauthorized disclosure of 

"intelligence sources and methods" are exempt under 5 U.S.C. §552 

(b) (3) where they are not properly classified pursuant to Executive 

order. It is appellant's understanding that this issue has been 

raised in other.cases which he believes are presently before this 

Court. In addition, this issue has been raised in cases now in 

district court, including in Weisberg v. Central Intelligence Agency, 
  

et al., Civil Action No. 77-1997. Other issues, such as the re-



fusal of the district court to examine the purportedly classified 

_transcripts in camera either with or without the aid of a classi- 

fication expert and the district court's curtailment of discovery 

are also certain to be raised again in subsequent cases. 

Nor is there justification for dismissing the issue raised 

by Case No. 78-1731 as moot. The issue in’ this case is whether 

the district court abused its discretion in denying Weisberg's mo- 

tion for a new trial on grounds of new evidence and fraud, misrepre- 

sentation, or other misconduct. This affords this Court to lay 

down standards appropriate to the particularly fluid situation which 

prevails with respect to Freedom of Information Act lawsuits and to 

engage in innovations which will bring rigid court procedures more 

in line with the mandate ‘of the Freedom of Information Act that 

nonexempt information must be made available promptly. 

There is a particularly strong public interest involved 

here. The Freedom of Information Act is a law passed to benefit 

the public by making all nonexempt federal. information available. 

promptly upon demand. But if agencies can delay the release of 

information for three years, as in this case, merely by stonewalling 

the case in the courts and forcing the requester to a costly and 

time-consuming appeal, then the Congressional mandate is defeated 

and the law becomes a caricature of what it is supposed to be. In 

addition, as mentioned above, there is an overriding constitutional 

and public interest in preserving the integrity and independence 

of the judiciary. All of these considerations strongly argue that 

this Court should not dismiss any part of either of the two con-



solidated cases but should seize upon the unique factual situation 

present in them to develope innovative responses to the agencies” 

attempts to undermine the Freedom of Information Act and the inte- 

grity of the courts. 

III. THE MOTION TO DISMISS FOR MOOTNESS SHOULD NOT BE GRANTED 
BECAUSE THE “COLLATERAL CONSEQUENCES" EXCEPTION ALSO AP- 

PLIES HERE 

In Thompson v. Mazo, 137 U.S.App.D.C., 421 F. 2d 1156 (1970) 

-and other cases this Court has also adopted the "collateral conse- 

quences" exception to the mootness doctrine. In this case one of 

the collateral consequences of granting appellee's motion to dis- 

miss would be to tie-up appellant in endless litigation for the 

rest of his life, with the government averting decision on the 

legal issues at the appeal level time and again by mooting the case. 

at the last moment. Any such prospect should be ended by this 

Court once and for all right now in these two appeals. 

In additicn, granting the ‘government "se! motion to dismiss 

on grounds of mootness may affect such collateral matters as ap- 

pellant's right under the Freedom of Information Act to attorney's 

fees and to invoke sanctions against agency employees. 

For the reasons aforesaid, appellant asks that the government's 

motion to dismiss be denied. 

Respectfully submitted, 

A, eal, Ceatr 
JAMES H. LESAR/ 

910 16th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006



Phone: 223-5587 

Attorney for Appellant 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this 26th day of October, 1978 

mailed a copy of the foregoing Opposition to Appellee's Motion to 

Dismiss to Mr. Leonard Schaitman and Mrs. Linda M. Cole, U.S. 

Department of Justice, Washington, D.C. 20530. 

A stad 
WJAMES H.’DESAR //



IN THE 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

HAROLD WEISBERG, 

Plaintiff-Appellant, 

Case No. 77-1831 

Case No. 78-1731 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, 

Defendant-Appellee 

AFFIDAVIT OF HAROLD WEISBERG 
  

I, Harold Weisberg, first having been duly sworn, depose 

and say as follows: 

1. I am the appellant in the above-entitled cases. I 

reside at Route 12, Frederick, Maryland. 

2. My prior experience includes that of investigative re- 

porter, investigator and editor for the United States Senate, 

and intelligence anlalyst. As an intelligence analyst I was 

authorized to classify records at the "Secret" level. 

3. I have read Appellee's motion to dismiss, as well as the 

attachments thereto, including the letter by CIA General Counsel 

' Anthony A. Lapham dated October 11, 1978 and the letter by Acting 

Archivist of the United States James E. O'Neill dated October 13, 

1978. 2 have also read the June 23, 1964 waren Commission execu- 

tive session transcript and 11 pages of the January 21, 1964 which 

appellee has just released after withholding them from me and the



American public for more than a decade under a claim that their 

disclosure would endanger the national security. ~ 

4. Mr. Lapham's letter states that these records were 

withheld "to protect intelligence sources and methods" and "be- 

cause the documents were classified ..." It does not state 

that the alleged "intelligence sources and methods" were secret 

or in any way not generally known. It does not state that the 

records were piopariy classified. 

5. Having read these transcripts, I state that based on 

my knowledge and experience there never was any possibility that 

their release to the public would result in the disclosure of any 

intelligence source or method. The only content of these two 

transcripts that might be alleged to be subject to classification 

on this ground relates to the use.of those who defect from an in- 

telligence 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 intelligence agencies. (A copy of the 

June 23, 1964 Warren Commission executive session transcript is 

attached hereto as Exhibit 1. Pages 63-73 of the January 21 tran- 

script are attached as Exhibit 2) 

6. 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 "na~ 

tional security" content at all.



7. After this suit was filed in district court, the govern- 

ment refused to confirm that Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko was the sub- 

ject of the June 23rd transcript. As one of the many available 

proofs of what has long been public about Nosenko, I attach a 

Warren Commission staff memorandum entitled "Yuri Ivanovich No- 

senko." (See Exhibit 3) It was declassified 

nearly six months before I instituted suit in 

the June 23rd transcript. 

8. Having read the June 23rd transcript 

Warren Commission staff reports, I state that 

mation in this transcript relating to Nosenko 

staff reports. This is one of many available 

lish that the GSA and the CIA have known from 

on April 7, 1975, 

district court for 

and this and other 

there is no infor- 

that is not in the 

records which estab- 

prior to the filing 

of this lawsuit and all during the time that both were making 

false representations to the district court that both they were 

withholding what was already in the public domain. 

9. Having read the June 23rd transcript, I further state 

that it contains no information relating to Nosenko that was not 

made available to Edward J. Epstein for his b ook Legend, his maga- 

zine articles and interviews and his extensive use on nationwide 

Ty and other forums. 

10. With respect to pages 63-73 of the January 21st tran- 

script, the December 30, 1976 affidavit of Mr. Charles A. Briggs 

of the CIA filed in this case states:



- » « the matters discussed in the transcript 
concerned tactical proposals for the utiliza- 
tion of sensitive diplomatic techniques designed 
to obtain information from a foreign government 
relating to the Commission's investigation of 
the John F. Kennedy assassination. The specific 
question discussed concerned intelligence sources 
and methods to be employed to aid in the evalua- 
tion of information sought by diplomatic means. 
In this instance, revelation of these techniques 
would not only compromise currently active in- 
telligence sources and methods but could addi- 
tionally result in a perceived offense by the 
foreign country involved with consequent damage 
to United States relations with that country. A 
more detailed delineation of the nature of the 
intelligence methods and sources involved in this 
document would, in effect, defeat the protective 
intentions of the classification. 

ll. There was no statement by Mr. Briggs or any other 

affidant used by the government in this case that the "intelligence 

source or method" allegedly sought to be protected was secret or 

unknown. The use of defectors by intelligence agencies is not 

nor is the use of letters to governments. (See 424, infra) 

secret or unknown/ Any representation to that effect would be 
  

false. The CIA knew this. In fact, the CIA's own prior disclo- 

sures to me revealed its use of KGB defectors in precisely the 

manner it recommended to the Warren Commission. (For an example, 

see Exhibit 4, which also bears neither a classification stamp nor 

any indication that a classification stamp has been daiievad.) 

12. The House Select Committee on Assassinations heard testi- 

mony about Nosenko on September 15, 1978. If the Committee's narra- 

tive introducing that testimony is correct, there were only two KGB 

defectors to the CIA at the time Nosenko defected.’ While there is 

no certain that Peter Derjabin and Anatoli Golitsin are the two defec- 

tors over whom, allegedly, the CIA withheld the January 21 transcript,



the readily available public information strongly suggests they 

are. 

13. Page 41 of Warren Commission Document 49 discloses 

that Peter S. Derjabin is "an admitted former Soviet intelligence 

officer." This was neither.classified nor withheld by the FBI, 

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

testimony before the Senate Internal Security Committee is re- 

ported in a Los Angeles Times story printed in the Washington 

Post of November: 22, 1965. It dates his defection as 1955. Three 

days earlier the Post carried his letter under the heading "Pen- 

kovsky Papers Defended." His name in Anglicized to Peter Deriabin. 

The first sentence of his letter discloses his CIA connection: "As 

the translator of The Penkovsky Papers . - ." Naturally enough, 
  

he defended the authenticity of the manuscript. It has since been 

established that he and the CIA created it. 

14. It is well-known that Anatoli Golitsin is a Soviet KGB 

defector. His name fits the spaces in Exhibit 4 from which the 

typing is obliterated. The space in Exhibit-4 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 War- 

ren Commission did defect. According to Legend by Edward Jay 

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." Legend not only identifies Golitsin by name but 

also gives his code name, "Stone." (See Exhibit 6) : 

15. Whether or not Derjabin and Golitsin are the two de- 

fectors referred to in the January 21 transcript, the fact that 

this information and much 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 withholding information pertaining to them is spurious. Then, 

too, the KGB is only too aware of these defectors. What the CIA 

has been withholding was not withheld from the KGB. 

16. The Lapham letter gives as the reason for the CIA's 

abandonment of its "previously claimed exemptions for the two War- 

ren Commission transcripts" in order "to protect intelligence 

sources and methods" the fact testimony "has been given" before 

the Select Committee on Assassinations. 

17. This is pretextual, misleading and deceptive. In the 

first place, as is detailed above, there never was any basis for 

classifying ehese transcripts.. Secondly, I know of no development 

in the past three years that in any way altered the significance 

or meaning of the content of these transcripts. This includes the 

testimony of the CIA's John Hart (which is not included in the 

transcript of a reading of the Committee's press kit which is at- 

tached to the motion to dismiss). Most of Hart's testimony dealt 

with the CIA's barbarous treatment of Nosenko. Nosenko's treatment 

is not mentioned in the January 21 and June 23 transcripts. The



CIA's treatment of Nosenko was not unknown before Hart testified. 

The possibly relevant portion of Hart's testimony also was not se- 

-eret. This relates to the credibility of what Nosenko said about 

Lee Harvey Oswald, the only accused assassin of the President. 

What Nosenko told the FBI about this was not classified, although 

the GSA withheld it nonetheless until early 1975, when I obtained © 

copies. 

18. On page 5 of its motion to dismiss appellee states: 

"On September 15, 1978, the House Committee on Assassinations sum- 

marized a report .. . subnixted to the agency for prior clearance. 

The Director of Central Intelligence reviewed the report within 

two days of receipt and agreed to declassify the draft. The Di- 

rector also made Mr. John Hart, an expert in Soviet Intelligence 

and counter-intelligence, available to testify before the Committee.” 

19. 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," he certainly could have reviewed the relative few pages 

of these transcripts in much less time. 

20. What the motion to dismiss does not tell the Court is 

that for a long time, certainly more than a year, the CIA was aware 

of the Committee's interest in disclosing information relating to 

Nosenko and the content of the Warren Commission exeautive sessions. 

This is not a matter that came to the attention of the CIA on Sep-



tember 15, 1978, and not before then, which is what appellee's mo- 

tion to dismiss implies. 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. In his 

testimony he described months of reading, rereading, and comparing 

contradictory reports of many hundreds of pages each. During the 

long period of Hart's inquiries, searching of CIA files and inter- 

viewing of CIA personnel, there never was a time, from the very 

first moment, when it was not known that he would be making ex- 

tensive disclosure relating to defectors and Nosenko. From the 

outset it was also known that the content of these transcripts was 

at most an insignificant part of the coming Hart testimony. It 

was known to the CIA, even before it recalled Hart from retirement, 

that it would be making public disclosure of what it was withhold- 

ing in these transcripts. During all this long time, the CIA was 

persisting in falsely sworn statements in this case in order to 

perpetuate withholding them from me and to deny the public the 

meaning which I as asubject expert could give them. 

21. It is apparent that the actual reason for withholding 

these transcripts was to prevent embarrassment and to hide the fact 

that the CIA virtually intimidated and terrified the Warren Commis-— 

sion. Disclosure of these transcripts also reveals that the CIA 

misinformed and misled the Commission in order to corel what was 

embarrassing to the CIA. The transcripts also reveal that the War- 

ren Commission, a Presidential Commission charged with the responsi-



bility of conducting a full and complete investigation of the 

assassination, did not do so. 

22. The CIA had an obligation to inform and counsel the 

Warren Commission wisely and fully. Warren Commission records, 

including the transcripts just released, show that it did not 

measure up to its responsibilities. 

23. As Nosenko has testified to the House Select Committee 

on Assassinations, he did not possess all of the KGB's knowledge 

of Lee Harvey Oswald. Although there were seven or eight volumes 

relating to Oswald and various surveillances on him and their 

fruit, Nosenko testified that, during the brief period after the 

assassination when he had possesion of these volumes, he had time 

for only a skimming of the first half of the first volume. The 

only sdoxecy with regard to Nosenko and what he knew of what the 

KCB knew about Oswald is what the CIA withholds from the American 

people. The KGB knows this and more. 

24. I have read the questions the CIA proposed having the 

State Department address to the USSR. I recall no CIA request or 

recommendation that these KGB volumes be provided to the United 

States Government. Rather, the CIA's questions were drawn ina 

manner calculated to give offense, cause resentment, and discourage 

cooperativeness. The State Department and the Warren Commission 

did not approve them. In all the many thousands of pages of Com- 

mission records which I have read, I recall no single page in 

which the Commission was informed about these KGB volumes by the CIA.
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25. Based on prior experience and knowledge from my services 

in the State Department, it is my judgment that under the circum- 

stances of President Kennedy's assassination 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 re- 

gard to the coexistence of adversary intelligence agencies, this 

is also axiomatic. This-became a matter of extraordinary delicacy 

because the Russians sespected that Oswald served American intelli= 

gence and Oswald was the alleged assassin. 

26. The January 21 transcript reflects a Warren Commission 

paranoia that borders on the irrational. I believe this is one 

of the actual reasons for withholding it. The purpose of the dis- 

cussion, in the words of the Chairman, was a CIA offer of assis- 

tance: "they would like to have us give them certain of our rec~ 

ords so that they can show them to some of their people, namely a 

couple of persons who have defected from Soviet Russia." Commis— 

sion General Counsel J. Lee Rankin added: "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 good deal to a man who is" a 

former intelligence expert who had been "fairly high up" in it. 

(See Exhibit 2) Rankin noted that "ijt is nothing that normally 

would be classified," and Former CIA Director Allen Dulles de- 

scribed the information as what the Commission would publish. 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
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venture involving about $25,000 and a fixing of the national 

mind and attitudes toward Oswald. | 

27. 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. 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 wexy closely with us, 

one has been working six or seven years and one about two years." 

28. Speaking of unclassified information and what the Com- 

mission was going to publish, the Commission Chairman wondered 

aloud about "whether we should do that," meaning let the defected 

KGB: experts examine the unsecret and unclassified material, "with- 

out taking some very careful precautions . . .". His reason, sup- 

pose these two should redefect or "turn out to be counter-intelli- 

gence agents." So, "I myself question the advisibility of showing 

these records to any defector." Soon thereafter "these records" 

were published in facsimile in Life magazine and extensively in 

many newspapers. 

29. General Counsel Rankin, who had already described "these 

records" as not classified or Assetieble, sought to reassure the 

Commission with regard to the Chairman's uneasiness: ". . . the 

CIA people say they couldn't hardly defect back again without being 

in plenty of trouble and they don't believe there is any prospect —
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and they also say that when they have anything like that they 

have had plenty of notice in advance .. - but they think they 

could be very helpful because they can interpret these materials 

and suggest inquiries that we should make to the Soviet . - -” 

(January 21 transcript, pp. 64-5) 

30. If by any chance the formerly high-up KGB official and 

his associate, after the kind of tough testing given by the CIA 

before it trusts defectors with its own secrets, still were in 

any way untrustworthy and would risk being killed by redefecting 

after having given away KGB secrets, it is obvious that there 

could be no harm from their exanining in private what they would 

soon enough read in the press. 

31. But the paranoid attitude, also fostered by the former 

CIA Director, Commission member Allen Dulles, continued throughout 

the transcript. Commissioner Gerald Ford asked (at Pp- 70 of the 

transcript, "Does it have to be a matter of record for anybody 

other than ourselves and the CIA that these individuals within 

their agency have perused these documents?" Dulles responded, 

"No, unless they yell." Rankin explained, "He is afraid they migh 

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

be published. Ford stated, "I see." 

32. That mature and responsible men could be so terrified 

of a nonexisting shadow, that a Presidential Commission investi- 

gating the assassination of a President could he rendered so impo- 

tent by irrationalities and impossibilities, jis an unusual glimpse
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on the inside, but it is not properly subject to classification, 

never was, and contains no "national security" secrets. - 

33. In order that the Court can more fully comprehend the 

CIA's motivation for withholding the June 23 transcript, I need 

to summarize certain salient facts which have been developed by 

and about the investigation of President Kennedy's assassination. 

34. What is never stated about Oswald, 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 3 (p. 4), "It turned out that all 

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

lieutenant colonel in the local militia in Minsk, had approached 

Oswald and suggested that he not be too critical of the Soviet 

Union when he returned to the United States." (In the many assas- 

sination mythologies, Marina Oswald's uncle's local militia job 

has been converted into his having a significant KGB intelligence 

rank. ) 

35. In my first book, which was completed about Febuuaty 15, 

1965, I concluded from the Commission's own published evidence 

that Oswald's career in New Orleans, after he returned from the 

USSR, was consistent only with what in intelligence is called 

establishing a cover.
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36. In my first and third books I go into detail, again 

from what was made public by the Commission, about Oswald's anti< 

Soviet and anti-U.S. Communist writing. In his notes, later pub- 

lished by the Commission, Oswald berated the Russians as "fat 

stinking politicians." The American Communists, he declared, had 

"betrayed the working class." His favorite book was the anti- 

Communist class, George Orwell's The Animal Farm. 

37. Whether or not it is believed that Oswald was anti- 

Communist, as from my own extensive work I believe he was, it re- 

mains unquestioned that Nosenko stated the KGB suspected that Os- 

wald was an "American agent in place" or "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 CIA efforts to abort this are recorded as be- 

ginning 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 tran- 

script which was held secret and denied to me for a-decade. 

38. The June 23rd 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 ses- 

sion began. At the end of what is in the transcript, the Commis- 

sion did not adjourn. It took a recess. But there is no further 

text.
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39. The doubt created about Nosenko's bona fides permeates 

the June 23rd transcript. It accounts for the failure of the - 

Warren Commission to question Nosenko or to use the information 

he provided to the FBI as investigatory leads. 

40. The CIA officials who were in a liaison role with the 

Warren Commission were not of its intelligence component. They 

were from Plans, the dirty-tricks or enentienal part, then 

headed by Richard Helms. whe Counterintelligense staff of dames 

J. Angleton, under Helms, handled most of Lt. 

41. Those who created doubts about Nosenko and are respon- 

sibile for his barbarous treatment of exceptionally long duration are 

Angleton and Pete Bagley, Deputy Chief of the Soviet section. 

42. 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 KGB was 

responsible for the assassination through Oswald. The Soviet de- ~~ 

fector Golitsin argues, in accord with the pretext of the CIA's 

ultras, that Nosenko was dispatched by the KGB to "“disinform" 

about Oswald and the assassination of President Kennedy. Without 

any evidence, and contrary to the available evidence, these politi- 

cal paranoids believed that Oswald was a KGB agent sent back to the 

United States to assassinate the President. Epstein, although he 

pretends otherwise, says the same thing in the book the CIA made 

possible for him, Legend.
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43. 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 Angleton-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. There reason there are no spe~- 

cifics is because this is not true. Oswald's knowledge of what 

was not secret was of no value to the Russians. His knowledge 

of radar codes was valueless necuuse it was certain that with © 

Oswald's supposed but never formalized "defection" these codes 

would be changed immediately, as they were- 

44, What it is alleged the KGB did not do--evaluate Oswa] 

potential usefulness to it--it in fact did do, covertly. One 

reason there was no overt KGB debriefing is because its prelim: 

nary inquiry, which was’ known to the CIA, disclosed that Oswal 

was what the Warren Commission also concluded he was, an unsta 

person. 

45. As is shown by Exhibit 3, a June 24, 1964 Warren Com 

mission staff memorandum, the Commission's January paranoia wa 

partly overcome and "Nosenko was shown certain portions of our 

file on Oswald." (See page 2, final paragraph.)
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46. Rather than having no intelligence estimate of Os- 

wald, this staff memo states that the KGB obtained its informa- 

tion by a number of means without subjecting the suspected Os~ 

wald to a formal interrogation. A formal KGB questioning would 

have told Oswald he was suspected. It would not be an abnormal 

practice if he were to be watched as a suspect without being told 

he was under suspicion. The Commission staff report discloses 

how the KGB formed its appraisal of Oswaid: ‘the KGB in Moscow, 

after analyzing Oswald through various interviews and confidential 

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

he appeared ‘somewhat abnoxrmal.'" (Emphasis added) 

47. The Intourist interpreter assigned to Oswald also was 

KGB. 

48. 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 ll, 1973, when 

Fxhibit 7 was made available. The excised second paragraph of 

this mame was withheld until its "declassification" on January 24, 

1975. Its restoration disclosed, for the first time, the CIA's 

“recommendation . . . that the Commission await further develop- 

ments" on Nosenko. (See Exhibit 8) This "recommendation" does 

not appear to qualify for "TOP SECRET" withholding. 

49. These exhibits also establish that years after the CIA 

concluded that Nosenko was a legitimate defector, was employing 

him and had paid him a king's ransom, the CIA was making a "na- 

eee
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tional security" claim for information that does no more than re- 

port the beginning of its successful effort to influence the con- 

tent of the Commission's work and Report. 

50. The CIA is the country's foremost expert in the fabri- 

cation of covers. The cover story which the CIA's ultras devised 

for Nosenko 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 official candidate for assassin, the KGB was responsible for 

the assassination. (The attribution of KGB motive expressed by 

Gerald Ford in the June 23rd transcript, 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 is no rational basis 

for even suspecting it from the unquestionable evidence--it still 

had no need to run the great risk of sending a disinformation 

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

known to the Commission and its staff, as well as to the FBI and CEA. 

The most obvious reason is that the official no-conspiracy conclu- 

sion had already been leaked and was never altered. 

51. Throughout the entire course of the Warxen Commtesion's 

life, there was systematic leaking of this lone-nut assassin, no- 

conspiracy predetermination. The first major leak was of the re- 

port President Johnson ordered the FBI to make before he decided 

on a Presidential Commission. This report, which is of five bound
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volumes subsequently identified as Commission Document 1, is 

actually an anti-Oswald diatribe that is. virtually barren on the 

crime itself. This remained secret until after the end of the 

Commission's life. This report is so devoid of factual content 

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

Nonetheless, because of secrecy and Commission complaceny, it 

became the basis of the Commission's ultimate conclusions. 

. 52. The basic conclusions of this five-volume FBI report 

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

executive session, then Deputy Attorney General Katzenbach told 

the Commission members that the FBI itself had leaked the no- 

conspiracy conclusions of its report. The text of this FBI re- 

port did not even reach the Commission until December 9, four days 

after ena Leak. The leak, as published, represented the Oswald- 

alone, no-conspiracy conclusion as the offical FBI conclusion. 

53. The CIA's contrivance, which could have incinerated 

the world, presupposes 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. 

54. But even if the KGB had been responsible for the assas- 

sination, from the time of the leak of the FBI's no-conspiracy con- 

clusions the KGB had no reason to believe there would be any other 

conclusion. Thus, there was no need, in February, 1964, to senda 

disinformation agent, a project that was at best extemely risky,
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when the official "no conspiracy" conclusion had been public 

_knowledge since early December. 

55. Nosenko did withstand three years of subhuman abuse 

in solitary confinement. Despite psychological tortures executed 

with incredible attention to detail, 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 siciaoxna Die agent, anyone not genuinely 

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

continuous abuse and cross-examination. Any intelligence agency 

attemptiong to plant such a disinformation agent could exptect trea 

ment similar to that accorded Nosenko. It would be tempting al- 

most unimaginable disaster. Tt would have been the ultimate in 

foolhardiness and pointlessness. 

56. Although the CIA's Nosenko cover story is transpatently 

thin, it succeed with the terrified Warren Commission in 1964. As 

a result the Warren Commission totally ignored the unresolved 

question of Oswald as an American rather than a KGB agent. Althou 

this question lingers yet and is’ still unresolved, the House Selec 

Committee on Assassinations, purportedly conducting an inwestiaetd 

into the failings of the Warren Commission, has also ignored it. 

57. The impact of the CIA's Nosenko cover story upon -the..- 

Warren Commission is readily apparent in the June 23rd transcript. 

It opens with a speech by Gerald Ford which continues almost with-
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interruption for four pages. In it Ford says he has not seen any 

FBI or CIA reports on Nosenko. This means that not fewer than 

three FBI reports were not provided to a member of the Commission. 

58. Ford did not provide his sources in stating, "I have 

been led to believe, by people who I believe know, that there is 

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

defector." (Nosenko's name is misspelled throughout the tran~ °.. 

script.) But 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 any- 

thing 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 of what 

he says concerning Oswald. 

59. 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." He conceived that this 

would be "a very easy thing for the Soviet Union.” He stated that 

one reason would be "to extricate themselves from any implication 

in the assassination." (page 7641) 

60. Covering both ways, Ford plowed his furrow in the oppo- 

site 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 some- 

body in the Government has information from a per-
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son who was in Russia and who alleges he 

knows something about Oswald would be unfor- 

tunate. (page 7648) 

61. 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 there was such information 

and that we didn't do anything about it .. -" (pages 7648-9) 

62. Ford enlarged upon this: "I think you have got to ana- 

lyze 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." 

63. Rankin then stated that this "is one of the things that 

I inquired into, in trying to find out from the C.I.A., as to 

whether or not he might have been planted for the purposes of fur- 

nishing this information. . -- And they assured me that he had 

been what they called dangled before them, before the assassination 

occurred, for several months." (pages 7649-50)
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64. This is factually incorrect, an error that Ford re- 

enforced immediately: "It is my best recollection that he was 

actually a defector some time in December." In fact, 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, rok "dangled" but entirely 

unexpected, was in February, 1964, which is after. not before the 

assassination. 

65. Dulles expressed the view which prevailed: "I doubt 

whether we should let the name Mesenko get into che printed re- 

port." (page 7644) 

66. 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. 

66. 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 effect that he was 

a highly significant catch .... There was great mystery about 

this defection, because the Soviet Union made such a protest-~-they 

went to the Swiss Government, as I recall, and raised the devil 

about it." (page 7650) Nosenko defected to the CIA in Geneva. 

Despite the fact that Nosenko's name was public, Helms did 

not want it used. He phoned Rankin just a few minutes prior to
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this executive session to discuss Nosenko. Rankin told the Co 

mission, "I just received a call from Mr. Helms . - - and he 

learned that we even had papers that the Commissioners were lc 

ing at. And Mr. Helms said that he thought that it shouldn't 

be circulated to the Commissioners, for fear it might get out 

about the name Mosenko, and what we received." (Emphasis add 

Pages 7645-6) 
» ~ 

68. The Chaban remarked, "Well, that name has been in 

the papers, hasn't it? 

69. Helms also had a proposal for the Commission as an 

ternative to performing its duty to investigate leads. In Re 

words, "And he said would it help if Mr. McCone sent a lettei 

the Chief Justice as Chairman of the Commission asking that } 

reference to Mesenko be used. And I said, 'I think that wou. 

helpful to the Commission,' because then the Commission woul 

this position of the CTA on record. ..--" (Pages 7645-6) 

70. Rankin had hardly finished repeating the CIA's reg 
oe 

for suppression and offer of a letter to cover the Commision 

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 some~ 

body as though this were an attempt by the C.I.A. 

to bring pressure on us not to use a certain bit 

of information. (page 7647) 

71. Without any CIA incriminating letter in the Commi 

files, this is precisely what happened. It began almost as
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as the FBI arranged for Nosenko to testify before the Commission. 

It 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 staff memorandum which is attached as Exhibit 

9 shows. The editing was by Howard Willens, a respected lawyer 

then on loan to the Commission from the Department of Justice. He 

was not assigned to the "foreign conspiracy” team. This memorandum 

is from the junion member of that team to is senior member. In it 

W. David Slawson informed William T. Coleman that "all references 

to the ‘secret Soviet Union source’ have been omitted. "Eliminated" 

is more accurate than "omitted" because this part of the Report had 

been written with Nosenko included. 

72. The information which I have related above can be arranged 

in another manner so as to reflect motive for withholding these 

transcripts when they did not qualify for withholding and were re- 

quired to be released to me under the Freedom of: Information Act: 

A. Nosenko was a productive CIA agent-in place 

inside the KGB, beginning in 1962. His work was within 

epeponeiet Lthtee of the Angleton and Bagley part of the 

B. Oswald was accused of assassinating President 

Kennedy on November 22, 1963. 

C. Nosenko defected to the CIA in February, 1964, 

meaning to the Angleton-Bagley part of the CIA. 

D. Nosenko was made available to the FBI in late 

February and early March, 1964. He told the FBI and 

the FBI told the Commission that the KGB suspected that 

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

which would have meant for the Angleton-Bagley part of 

the CIA.
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E. This also meant that the alleged assassin was 

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

3 connection. 

F. Immediately after Nosenko agreed to testify in 

a 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 ig- 

noring Nosenko and what he stated he knew, including 

that Oswald was suspected of being an American agent. 

G. Immediately after this the CIA, under Angleton- 

Bagley pressure and persuasion, incarcerated Nosenko il- 

legally and for three years under cruel and brutal con- 

Gitions, making him unavailable to the Warren Commission 

throughout its life (and for several years thereafter). 

H. After this abusive treatment of Nosenko, during 

wd which his life and sanity were in danger from the same 

4 CIA people, the CIA decided, officially, that Nosenko was 

; genuine in his defection and so valuable and trustworthy 

‘ an expert that he received a large sum of federal money 

and remains a CIA consultant. 

  

I. By this time there was no Presidential Commision, 

no other official investigation of the assassination of 

President Kennedy, but the CIA withheld all relevant rec- 

ords under claim to "national security” need. What has 

been forced free of the CIA's false claims to "national 

security" discloses that there is not and never was any 

basis for the claim. 

  

J. When there was no official investigation and 

when for a decade I tried to obtain these records, the 

i same CIA people who are responsible for the catalogue 

ep of horrors tabulated above succeeded in withholding these 

: records, including the January.21 and June 23rd tran- 

scripts, because these same people were the CIA's "re- 

viewing" authority. 

  

K. This is to say that the CIA people who may have 

pasts and records to hide are those who were able to mis- 

use the Freedom of Information Act and the courts to hide 

their pasts and records and any possible involvement with 

the accused assassin Oswald; and that the CIA on a higher 

level permitted this 

  

73. Whether or not Nosenko was either dependible or truth- 

ful, his allegaton required investigation by the Presidential
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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 obliga- 

tion of taking his testimony and then, if it believed discounting 

his testimony was proper, not paying any attention to it. Whether 

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 supppressed--the allegation that the | 

Russians suspected that the only accused assassin had been an Amer- 

‘ican agent. This also required investigation. But there was no 

investigation. For the CIA there was’ the substitution of an affi- 

davit 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.) 

74. If it had been public knowledge at the time of the in- 

vestigation 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 inquiring into a CIA sommection with the ac- 

cused assassin and that the CIA also had frustrated this, the 

commotion would have been even greater. 

75. At the time of my initial requests for these withheld 

transcripts, there was great public interest in and media attention
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to the subject of political assassinations. If the CIA had not 

succeeded in suppressing these transcripts by misuse of the Act 

throught that period, public and media knowledge of the meaning 

of the contents now diselesed would have directed embarrassing 

attention to the CIA. There is sontinwiie doubt about the actual 

motive in suppressing any investigation of any possible CIA con- 

nection with the accused assassin. If such questions had been 

raised at or before the time of the Watergate scandal and disclo- 

sure 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. 

76. One current purpose accomplished by withholding these 

transcripts from me until after the House Committee held its No- 

senko hearings was to make it possible for the Committee to ignore 

what the Commission ignored, which is what the CIA wanted and 

wants ignored. With any prior public attention to the content of 

these transcripts, ignoring what Nosenko could have testified to, 

especially suspicion the accused assassin was an agent of American 

intelligence, would have been impossible. A public investigation 

would have been difficult to avoid. 

77. All of this and other possible consequences and the re- 

forms they might have brought to pass were avoided--frustrated~-by 

the misrepresentations used to suppress these transcripts and to  
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negate the purposes of the Act. The purposes include letting 

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

that the popular will may be expressed. 

78. I believe that the facts in 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. 

79. From my experience, which is extensive, I believe thet 

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 re- 

questers. | | 

80. From my experience I also believe that when district 

courts do not take testimony, when the do not assure the vigorous 

functioning of adversary justice, and when they entertain summary 

judgment motions 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 as 

person seeking public information becomes prohibitive. The time 

required for a writer like me makes writing impossible. 

81 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. 

The wrongful purposes of the improper withholding have been 

accomplished. What has been done cannot be undone. But what the
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courts can do can discourage similar abuses in the future. 

82. This is the second time GSA and the CIA have bled ote 

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 case, 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, I was given what had for so 

long and at such cost been denied to me. 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 sub- 

stitute for First Amendment denial. They can and 

they do keep me overloaded with responses too long and spurious 

affidavits with ate atarTionetts. 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 

noe
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courts and I will remain reduced to the ritualized dancing of 

stately steps to the repetitious tunes of these official pipers. 

lboub A. 
mt HAROLD WEISBERG 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

\ "1? Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of October, 

aN! NOTARY PUBLIC 

“1978. 

My commission expires 18} COMMISSION EXPIRES DEC. 14, 1987) . 
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Justice Vavren and Representative 

Ce taes Med 
Ford. ) 

Rep. Ford, fy, Chief Justice, I received last Peiday a number 

of these drafts, and I nave looked cver several of 

the cne titled "Lee Harvey Cswaid's Life in Russia", early 

orcparations and so forth, about 170 seme pages -- iin tne Pirst 

120 ox 130 pages, I noticed at least 10 re 

- Mix, Mesenko's views, 

First, to my knowl wledge, vie have never had Mr. Mesentto before 

the Commission, nor have We vaken aepos :Utions nor have I deen 

any I'.B.I. or C.1i.A. reports on-hin. 

if we are going to use what-he save -~ Lvwill tell you in 

4. 2 mirute why I don't think we should -- we ought 

Inembers of the Commission, the hasis uoon which these statements 

ane included in the oroposed Graft, | 

Secondly, hore bean ied % co believe, by people who I believe 

know, that there Sig a sera ques tion about the reliability of 

Ite, Mesenteo peing a bona fide defector. 

Now, if he is not a bona fide defector, thenmderro eat rcul— 

stances should we use anything that he says about Oswald or 

anything else An our record, And even if he is subsequently 

proven to be a bona fide defector, I would have grave aquestions 

about the utilization of what he says concerning lUswald. 

{At this points, Me. Dulles entered the hearing roon,) 
Keedra d 

“BOM aay i Oras uM 
Fe ee ES aes -< May lo75~ 
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The Chairman. Or anybedy else. by 4, ARS v/2f7s— 

Rep. Ford.. Ov anybody else. 

ng
 {cannot help -- I feel so strongly above this that I dust 

think shat the Commission has got to wake a Gecision on is. 

I have a very strong suspicion - and I cannot @ cuRrent it 

any more than we can document what he Seys here about the Csnald 

wane ~~ that Mp. Meseno could very well bo a plent -- nov ons 

for other reasons, but Por the Csvald case, and if ne is 

vareliable for other reasons, he could be thoroughly unreliable 

a 
as var as © M5 

we
 vajd is concerned. It viould be a very casy ¢ 

> 
_ 

the Soviet Union to plant him here for a dual surpose -- one for 

other reasons, and one to extricate themselves from any diapiica~ 

tion in the assassination. 

And; for these reasons, I think the Commission ought to take | 

up, ‘one, whether we ought to get more sspomcathen apous 

a 
Mes enlco ~- as far as I know, we have none, excent rumcr and 

So forth, And, secondly, whether even 1f we got more information 

from him in direct testimony or deposit ion, whether we ought 

to use it under any circumstances at the present iG ee 

The Chairman. I agree with you. 

Lee, you will remember, I talked to you about that, too, 

some time ago ~- that we should not rely on this man in any Way --   
certainly not unless the State Department and the C.I.A. vouch 

for him, which they willnot do. And we had that .-- thet is in 
feeyrrd     

  



ought to brin 

    

  

Ouro Rederres HOME 
re r Cif iL 

  

people, JI think it tas i MeGone who said that. 

Me. Rankin, That was .off the record, fie. Chiat Justice, you 

remember . ‘ez 

The Chairran, Yes, But Iam alergic to defectors, and 

I just think ve shouldn't put our trust jn any dcPector unless 

JS known absolutely and positive tt
e 

co
 

t
S
 

truihn -- unless he can be corroborated in every resrect. And we 

1 > And 3¢ vould be a tragic canrot corroborate this wan at all 

thirg if we were to rely on him to any extent 

later come out that he was a Plant or was not a true derecator, 

So I think exactly es you do, Jerry, IT uculd vote on the 

Commission Not to use his testimony. when we zome to discussing 

it. 

Rep, Ford. £ just: wanted -- I thought at this voint that ve 

it up. And ET wanted. you to know, and the other G3
. 

Commission members ip know, my Strong feclings in this regard. 

Loam delighted 40 get your reaction. 

When the time comes to make the decision, ve will all have to 

rake it. But we should not Star% out at this point possibly using 

wha we are’ using of his comments , when din 

it might be completely unreliable and undesirable. 

liv, Dulles. May I just add that I concur in whet vou said, 

Me. Chairman, and in what. Jerry said, 

 



  
  

  

watter in some devail with ey Former colleagiicH 

  

not yet in a position to determine 1.5 

from what they said thats it might be some tins we 

woulda reach any conclusions , if they ever can reach cone 

pecause in these Aifficult situations you neyor cun DS ¢€ 

sure « 
24. 

80 L think the position that you have tation that vi 

not to vely upon tnis tes simony -- and T doupt vhesnes 

let the name of Mosenko get into the printed renort. 

LI think there is some question, as - say, a8 to VW 

should in any May refer to ligs eno by > mane. Whether 1a’ 

use some of the information , depending > upon tneir jueg 

to bona Fides, shat is a auestion to be decided later. 

%O you about she whole 3ituatlon as far as Une start 

“80 you will aii == the Commissioners ~- will be gamit 

all the facts as i mow about it. 

We have pean trying %o ects an answer from the C. 

%o vihac they thougnt of the pona, fides of itr. Fics enki 

some cme. And, finally, 4 arver 
we watted, recently, 

yeoks , they told us they covld nowt core bo a conclus 

chen asked shem what we could do about wnis vaterial 

We have been furnished it by the T.B.r. ina re 

ang
 

serview some tine ago and they said that whey aids 

coulda rely on it, ov at Least they were nos apie G 
INKS
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= =z . 5 ANE 2afry7 7 as . ~ & : 4 ae . y ee es Js 
pona Fides -- thas is the “ ‘A, And they sufi’ they “rnc ye 

vic shouldn't use it. 
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Q
 We then have the oproplem that T° 

decide at the proper time , that we wiGll deVinisely not woe 4%. 

think that you nced to have One piece 2 dna record that will 

be pus in Archives, but not available to the oublis generally, 

except under security precautions , the Face that you 

about hit. And that you did have this informaticn thas you do 

have, And that you decided not to use it upon careful consideration| 

ort the BrobLete, So that the record will be complet3. Because 

  wioncer why he vas never even called before the Ccimaiscicn. 

I think you will recall that we had the question up of 

whether we would call him for several months now, an 

tiatting whether ve could get any ansver from tne C.T.A. as to. 

whether he was considered reliable pefore matting that decision. 

fe Since we could not get any answer in 

was no purpose in bringing his testimony in here under these | 

conditions. 

Now , a. just received a call from Mr, Helms this morning 

‘about it, and he learned that we even had navers that the 

Commissioners were looking at. And the starr f 
Oo 

Commissioners should bring to the at 

    

   ral 
y bring to the attention of
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cons ideiing this whole propiem about tac date an hues da And - 
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 that it Snouldn't even ce 

ci
 circulated tothe Commissioners, for fear it mient vat cut, about 

the name Mosenxo, and what we had received, 

The Chairman. whe nance Mosentko, you say? 

Me. Rankin. Yes, 

me
 The Chairiran. Well, that name has been “in the cacer, 

oS 2 t2
 

iS
 ~ 

te
 7 

~~
 

Me, Ranicin. As far as the information we have associat Q 2 

with that name, is what he was suggesting. And he said 

help if Mr. McCone sent a letter to the Chie? Justice as Chairman 

of the Commission asking that no reference to Moscnito be used .- 

And I said, "I think that would be help?ul ¢o the Commission," 

because then the Commission would have this pesition of the 

C.I.A. on record upon which they covld act if they see fit when 

they consider the matter » And so that is what they prepose to do. 

' The Chairman. Well, my own view is that we should not rely 

to any extent on Mosenko, that there vould be grave danger in 

doing so, and I would havens confidence in anything J might say 

We will just discuss that, and we ought to have a heating 

ina day or tvo, on a number of questions that have arisen, 

Sove will put that on the agenda. 

Rep. ford. Very fine. 

  

    oer a 

  

 



  

we would Like to pave < letter, thoneh, tn our File asking ua 

not to use it. It might look later to somebcdy as thougn this 

vere an attempt by the C.2.4. to bring pressure on us nos to. 

use a certain bit of Jnformation. IL don't see -- they can perfectly 

34 

weli say there are sensitive reasons for not haying this name 

brought up in this connection -- but PT hooe they vent oly 

we could not use it » | 

a s. 
The Chairman, I wonder if they could nov say tne 

prepreed to vouch for him, and if they con't ouch for him, 

certaini y bam not going to. 

Br. Dulles, That is fine. Then re have a justification for 

not using Ab. 

_ Nov, the testimony, — chough, night have certain Lackeround 

o
 interest for us, pecause there are <0 possibilities. 

che ello is a plant, or there are certain bora Fides in the 

case. If he is a plant aad. 3 sayi ti this. this is nighly sign2: 

We wouldn't use it ng Bie truth out it might influence our 

thinicing on certain points, 

Rep. Ford, This, I think, 1s getting Acun to the crux of 

the matter. We cannot pass judgment on the watter cof vhether 

he is bona fide or a plant, But it may be desira 

Comtrission to indicate that information has becn reccived about 

Mosenico, and what he alleges to know about Ostiald's life in the 

Soviet Union, And then in our report, we can say we are in no 
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mnore the fact tna > Bus Por us co i 

ment has a wan who says he knovs something about Csialc 

Va Tse 7 Stig 
NAN Adows wt 

in the Soviet Union, we ought to say someth 

say we are nov in a position. to say iu As reliable, it 

that he wes ov wasn't reliable. But for us ‘eo jase ig 

+ 

fact, when.vie know somebedy iin the Governnent ras in 

from a2 person who as in Russia, and who alleges ne kn 

thing about Oswald, would be unfortunate. 

‘Phe Chairman, I think the crux -~ 1 agree wi. 

2 eS hs. at a1: . 

is thet the repor 
T think the exux of ‘the whole matter 

be clear to the effect that we cannot vouch for the +t 

   

  

senko. 

chat your \dea 

‘Rep. Ford. That is right. 

But we pevhaos shouldn't ignore the fact that uh 

information that the Commission is familiar with. 2: 

quite how you would phrase it in the report. 

Bus to ignore 1%, I think, would be vafortunate. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Tt think Lee has got the feel of that thing, and 

clone.. 

ie, Rankin. The staff was very much vorricd aki 

eecating i% as though we never heard anything about 

I
 a
 oO i)
 

cy
 

having something develop later on that wou 

  

  



me
 

airs 

mow thas there 

Mgnt be well, too, to 

supplements, adds 

hep, Ford. I thintt you have 

mows could be helpful. Eut 

bona fide, if he is a 

6
 

guite a difference, 

And XT don't 

there are only tvo of 

the report. 

Me. Dulles. 

as vo the date of 

Me, Rontido. 

into, 

height have been planted for 

If it has not already been dcnc, It 

co or Gir 

erent view at what he 

5 think 

in trying to find our 

  

ask tae staff to go.over this rernort 

  

2 
rers Crom it. 

Gov. to anelyce this in tro 

then what he knows or allosedly 

an the alternative, 

plant, We woulda nave to cake a mich 

said and why he is 

wie can ignore the tio alternatives. And 

chem. And we ought 

from tae C.I.A, as 

tne purpose of furnishing this 

  

 



    
inforration -« because thet wes 

that were worling 

Me. Slavison.. And they assured me that he hed been what they 

for several months, so that they felt that it cculdn't have been 

anycning that was connect ted wi ith the idea of furnishing a plant 

for this particular purpose. \ 

fied from what they teld we about that. Tam entirely satis 

Now, we don't have that in the record, VT: 

celepkone conversation, 

Rep. Ford. Lt is my beat vecolle ction that hevwas actually 

a defector some time in December -- ava “a: i
 

5 ig
 

AY
 

Q o Cc D ce
 B > 

itzerland. And the original press veleases vere to 

6 that he was a highly significant catch as far as we_ 

were concerned, because he was in Geneva with these Soviet. 

disarmament experts. 

There was great mystery about this particular defection, —~ 

because the Sovict Union made such a protest +- they went to. 
. 

the Swiss Government, as I recall, and raised the devil about it. 

Now, sudseguent information has developed that he doe sn lt 

appear %o be quite as big a catch, if any, as fer as wo are 

concerned. 

Having absolutely no faith in what the Sovict Union tries 

70 do in these kind of cases, henight have been dangled for one 

reason two or three months before the as reste Ne but punoed 
. ie ad }4 \ 
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‘he is suppesed to have, could be-very well filled with all the 

information which he is new giving us an reverence to Ft 

ay, Tama compicte and total skeptic and cynic eo
 

c
s
 

-
 a eC 

about these kinds of people, and there would bo no pevter way 

jet Unicon to try and clean its oun cicirts than vo have = O La Cc
 a 2 oO us
 

o < 

‘Osuald's significance, while he was in she Soviet Union. 

2o, in my opinion, we have got to be very hard-boiled, 

cynical, skeptical, about liv, Mosenko, and any eelasjonshios 

he might have as far as the Oswald casc. 

The Chairrzan. Well, © think we acre in agroenont on alincst 

gery thing you say. 

(Whereupon, at 10:30 a.m., the Commission recessed, to 

go into further business.) tse 

Becbstsavco 

Resort CLO Q L & A-# eg bay Nef 7S 

tll Naas vow left 7 : 
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FIRSUUL " a " 

con 1 (Discussion off the «ecord, : 

Fis Un 5 
21 gans-) The Chaixinen., Gn the record. 

Rep. Boggs. -F wouid like to say only, to pat it in the ror 

of a motion maybe, that im the case of 

President, and in the case of the President end his wife, that the 

Commiss sion authorize its Chairman, the Chics dustiece, to take 

, a . 
estimony may gS

 
Te
 @ < 6 I whatever steps he deems advisable to gat wha 

be pertinent £rom those people 

The Chairman. What motion would you mekea concerning Governor 

Connelly and his wife? 

Rep. Boggs. They would be included, I vould think, undex the 

same terms, 

The Chairman. How about Senator Yarborough and whoaver else 

the seat with President Fchnuson? Ww m
 

cr
 was there in Exow 

Me. Boggs. What If was thinking of was of the top neople that. 

you as Chairman could hand tle it. The rest of them I vouldntt 

bP have any hesitancy about calling Ralph Yarborough in hore and ask 

him what happened. .  - 
a 

The Chaixyman. TI understand. Is that the sense of the 

meeting, gentlemen? Zf it is, that will be done. 

o. 
The next one is Item G under 2, Conference with CIA, decision 

as to disclosure of materials to CIA for purposes discussed at 

meeting of January 14, 1964. 

  

Nov, L will just state generally what it ‘is, and then Lee 

~ 
can go on farther. Bue Lee has keen having some discussions with 
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and see what their suggest 

  

- 9 the CZA concerning any persible connocticn 

  

have had with the Sovicts, and thay would like to have us give to 

chem certain of our records so they 

people, name Ly a couple of persons who have Ge 

Russia, and I raised the question with Lea as to whether wa should 

do that without taking sore very careful preccutions because Lf 

we should Go that, and these pacole should turn ovt to be counter 

elligence agents, and then something would develop from Russia ie 

about this, abopt the thing as a result of whet they saw, this   Commission would look awfully bad befcre the world, and I mysel£é 

question the advisability of showing those records tc any dofector. | 

I personally would be willing to bring the CIA here, let them 

see what we have in that rega , and then let the CEA do what it 

thinks shania be done in order to verify or disprove Lt ox amplify 

it in any way, shape ox form. WNew that is ny own view. 

Lee, would vou like ‘co express yourself further on it. You 

didn't agree with me exactly 

fr. Rankin. Well, the Chief Justica also suavested aan 

possibly we should have a meeting with the representatives of the 

e materials tQ
 CIA and the PBI and the Secret Service that eave ws the 

jon was about handiing them. These two 

2, 
aa defectors are men wha were formerly in the service of the comparable 

o£ che Soviet Union. K
e
 

tr
 

un 

Me. Dulles. KGB, 

ct hardly lic. Rankin. G8, and the CIA people say they coul 
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° Gefect back again without being in plenty of “exrcthl 

ss Sti eA Lie — iT TTS } SS ope ASL er 1M ayo Pe 
J 

‘t believe there is aiy prospect and they sav also when cuey -
 aon 

have had anything like that they have had plenty of notice ia 

advance that there was a consideration that they might co back 

but they do think they could ‘be very helpful because they can 

make to the Soviet, that the CIA sersonnel wouldn't know how to 

do in the same way because they don't know the detail of the 

? So they want to know if they couldn’% see a 2 oS
 0 

themselves ane if they would be permitted to show them to these 

defectors, and that is our problem. They think that would be very 

helpful. 

Now they suggest, and our conferenca, Allen wank with us on 

this conference with the Cia, and they suggest that, they think 

® if the State Department would approve that, and we would check it 

out with them, and that the questions to the Soviet should be-very 

pointed, so that if they don't answer them, they cantt just answer 

them in a very general manner and get away with it, but the ~ 

vestions would be in such pointed form, weuld ke @id you or 12
 

aidnit you, did Oswald do certain things or didn’t he, as much as 

possible, © am talking about the CIA and the pxecblem of furnishing 

chem part of this information, and they would like to exhibit it 

to «wo defectors, who were a part of their intelligence system in 
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; the Soviet before they cise over hero and GefLeckeds’ aud they have 

    

great confidence in therm, the CIA, kut the cuestion -- 

fir, Dulles. They were not before, after they defected in 

f these two cases, They were part of the NEB when they defected. 

fe. Rankin. Ves. 

Hix. Dulles. And since then have been working very closely 

with us, one has been Working six or seven years and one about 

two years. 

tir. Dulles, Yes, but prior to Gefecting they were with the 

fe. Rankin. They were with the RGR, one was in Vienna and 

ore was in Finland and fairly high up in the woe. The ndcrerial 

(™ they have ia mind is nothing that is really classified in one 

Oswald I
~
 

ih
 

a
 
~
 hy
. 

Oo ti Q 

sense. It would be the material cuew Oswald hiiasel 

Giary, letters and things of that kind in Russia, and it would be 

cs hat type of material. They wouldnit want to showy them any 

material that was sort of generally classified. Some of this has - 

y 

cr
 i 

re
 not keen disclosed to the President. Some o has keen par~ 

tially disclosed bu we it is the form of the wr writing, and so forth, 

y , and thing 69)
 of that kind that are very -~ mean a gocd deal to a man 

0 who is working on the inside of the Soviet Scacret Service, As I 

AD say, it is nothing that normally would be classified. It is only 
ae Y ; ¥ 

pan
y that all of what was obtained from Oswald has not yet been dis~ 

closed to the American press 

Sen. Russell. Do youw have anythin 

ft > SS 
(ae Til, (= eee per ae 

a =A Re AK wt. et _. 
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hoo ees eT US 

diaries ox other writings > 

ie. Dulles. You have seen tc all. 

Sen. Russell. Dn 

Me. Dulles. There is one thing Tt have askec 

wnat is refereed to in the FBI xeport. We haven 

ali. 

- Sen. Russell. They are not going to te 

would have to forward the questions to the State 

7. me « 

YASBaccor 

havo to be cleared cheough the an 
would 

the Foreign Minister and get to the equivalent c 

General and say what are we going to tetl these 

a bit of a bo: 

inkling of this, 7 don’t Isnow, 

we know £rom Oswald chat he got ¥ armoune of mon 

Now, £ wouldntt tell that to the Soviet. But tf 

a 
i 

\ 
\\ 

we have some information, We dGontt have to say 
\ 

ol 
AWN . ' 

or however it might te
 

would be from Mrs .. oswald 

come fxom her, chat che Soviet had paid him ce: 

they kindly advise us’ how much and over What t: 

over and beyond 
. Rep. Bogys- There is nov 

  
shows. 

» S er 
° 
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wean, this is a question Lox 

we have got probably «   ° 

going to get any ching, 
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now that wo haye, or lec them induce thet a cece goal, 

Rep. Boggs. Where dig we get the inforuation frou, what 

he got? 

Tr. Dulles. Prom his letters. 

Rep. Beggs. Wot from the Soviets? 

hie, Dulles. Ho. We haven't anvithin a)
 

  

italised. We know he tried te commit suicide 

over there. We knew they extended his permission. Uowv, I think 

we ought co -~ there ought to be questions put to them but don't 

give them all the answers because ghey can just taka curv questions   
to
 

te
 and ansvers and say these are the answers cnink wo ougnt to 

give them a cluo that we know a good Geal heceunse etherwise what’ 

the Commission probably will publish later all this material. ind 

they will say here you deceived u I don?t ming deceiving the 

We can say we gave you a chance to answer these questions 

we told you we knew something about this but you never gave us 

an answer so that the drafting of these questions I think is going 

to be watcher delicate a matter but I think it can’ ba done and I 

Rep. Boggs. Is it proposed chat this koe carried out b y the 

CITA? 

Sen. Rvwsell. this 
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tO two Lorwes sacret servico ‘ 

kneving the baciyzound of oper 

prepare questions *o gi.ve to % 

  

Ke. Dulles The Departren 

veference but saying from 

Rep. Ford, ¢ would he a sequ hy the Commission through 

the Be apartment of State 

The Chaixman. V¥es. 

My. Dulles. The Commission would rece the Dapartrent of 

State, in consonance with their Foxeign policy, te mal s¢ an inquixy 

Further inquiry ~~ the Soviet has furnished int ‘ 

tod States, not a word about what hapsoned in 

Russia, “coe end a half years he was there not a yord, and ve know -- 

Rep. Ford. And it vould have whe authority of a request by 

us through proper vhogarttis ro the Department . 

Me. Dulles. . ves. From some talks I had, incidentally, that 

» the way the State Dapant mene vould Like it. buc they would Like 

ate
 

a 

i
 co see and © think it would se wise, if the Chairman AGECES , azict 

the Commission agrees, to show the State Departinent our ‘letter, so 

that we don?t ask them anyching or create a record, XT would show 

them our letter, work it out with Davis or others over there so 

that they are in entire agreament with what is sent, and the CIA 

{1}
 i think has sent you tcday sone Suggestions as to questions, 

Hx. Rankin. They have. 

Aq 

Hey te    
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Rep. Foxd. May £ asi you this, in xefexcnce to your cues 

The Chairman. Yes. : ste 

™ " 63 cm | . 7 g 7 Rep. Fora. Does it have to be a matiex of recoxd for anyocdy 

other than cursclves and CTA that these individuals within their 

agency have perused these documents? 

Me. Dulles. Ho, not unless they yol2.. 

- Ravkin. We js afyaid they might giva it auay. Lir 

Rep. Ford. I see. 

fhe Chairman. I thought before vie did it, Lf we were giving 

aa BBE report to the CA for that purpose, ordinarily, X would 

say yes, let them see everything, but to show to a Russian de- 

f fector, bafrore I did that, before I gave the CIA a xeport of the 

Secret Service ox the FBI, EI would want to get the CLA represen- 

tative in the same room with the Secret Service and the FBI and 

situation we are presented with. Is 9 ~ [
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2. there any objection to our doing it in this way"? 

Rep. Ford. And have them as a matter of xecord aporove it, 

The Chairman. Yes, approve it. 

Rep. Ford. ©& think that is fine. 

The Chairman. I would be afraid cto do it othexwise, we 

= . 

ES might get into txouble. 

Tos Chairman. *Ony objeccion to that, gentlemen? 

Mir. Rankan. I wovld Like to have the sccecord Show that we 

  



  
  

Seaxet Service should be able to veto that 

7 a 

lave 

  

we 

but we haven't yet gotten their approval to approact 

co-covermront, and that is to ke done vet. 

The Chairman. Yes. 

Sen. Russell. 2X undexstoad if all these dikfe 

The Chairman. Y¥eas. 

Me. Dulles: May ZT make just a slight eamendmer 

9 * cause if the FBI agrees to have its material, I ¢ 

seems to me one should, ¢ghrovugh this machinery, cle 

agencies whose xoport it is, and obviously these xré« 

Shrek ae ever be shown to ‘the defectors in the 

FBI xeport they would be told ic is a = ort 

The ehed onic. We dontt Tent if we give it to 

Mr. Bulles, Tf would just have that arrangcme. 

don't think they ought to be given it as an FE re, 

mation in the report will be used in interregating 

Sen. Cooper. Why chen couldn't the cr peopl 

 



  

memorandum, then that is different. Tro mactes hew that had been 

Obtained, whethes it had been cbtoined by the Secret Garvice or 

the PBI, they would want to shay them the teri and mayko tha hand- 

writing and the Russian, Q 3 a) Oo
 

hy
 

tT
 a Q a (8)
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w
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In
 Russian, to 

the dafectors., 

ticular documents because they also think there wav be a possabilis 

ecdes. 

Sen. Cooper. = see. 

He. Rankin. They would want to go into chat, too. 

he Chedinen. . te there See no cbjections then, gentlomen, 

hat as what we will do, 

its’ approval then there is no difficulty, withent asking a third 

party agency to concur, that is the only thing = was afraia of 

The Chairman. Well, this whole thing is intermixed, the 

Secret Sexvice found one thing in the hore of Osviald, the PBI 

found another, and somebody else found anothex: 

How I think before.we get into the thicket wo probably ought Q 

2, “¢o get them all together and if any one of them had a valid reason 
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was his record or not. Xt isnte just neriicsion that wae axe Look. 

ing fox. We are looking for a measure of peotection after this 

thing is all over so there won't be eny come pack on ikixom any fN . 

crgmigucion that we disclosed semothing to the Soviets that vere 
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Sen, Russell, hey will all core cut in the same place on 
a 

re 
= that. 
~ 

a 
= 9 The Chairman, <X think so. Do you have any reason to think 3 

eG 

ir. Dulles. x don?t know. I dentt think anvbody enn say 

Mr. Chairman. tohave no reason. 

Me McCloy. ££ they do that, they can come back to us. 

Sen. Russell. The chap who vetoed it would be enbarrassed 

Rep. Boggs. That oes Of that. 
. . . i : a . -        

and it takes officers around the clod: to watch nim, watch and G3 

see that they don't come in and exhume him and do something that   
would further injure the country, and so it has been suggested 

that to save expense they exhume him aad ther cremate him. But 

 



  

woS:mfd: 24 Jun ff. ERS eS ee Se i 

MEMORANDUL. { . June 24, 1954 

TOs The Commicsion 

FROrs William T. Coleman, JLes 

W. David Slaivson 

SUBJECT: Yuri Ivanovich Nos¢enko 2 

The Commission has asked us to prepare a short 

fenevendun outlining in what respects the information 

obtained from Nosenko confirma or contradicts lsfors nabion, 

we have from other sources. 

Nosenko's testimony to the FBI 1s the only ‘tatene 
mation we have on what he knows about Lee Harvey Oswald.” . °°. 
(Commission Documents No, 434 and 451.) Perhaps more useful . 

4nformation could be gained if we were to question } Yosenko - 

oo , of the PBI who questioned him that he had given abs the - 

ce information on Oswald he possessed, 

        

Most of what Nosenko told ‘the FBI eontiens what we 

already know from other sources and most of it does not Oe: 

Anvolve important facts, with one extrezcly significant - 

exception. This exception is Nosenko's statement that Lee 

Harvey Csvald was nevor trained or used ss an agent of the - 

Soviet linion for any purpose and that ne contact with hin was. : 

made, attexpted or contemplated aftcr he left the Soviet. es . 

“Union and returned to the United States Nonenko's opinion on--- > 

these points is especielly valuable because, according to his» te 

't own testincny at lcast, his position with the KGB was sBuch:. 

. # that had there been any subversive relationship between the . 

ve Bowles Unicn and Oswald, he would have known about it. ae 

   
Ci 

. MNosenko's statement to the FAI confirms our infor- 

Sted os Pues other sources-in the following respectst 

  

ie te 8 1. Petor to Gswald's arrival in Russia in the fall 

pia, - of 1959 he had no contacts with agents of the Russian 

oe government or cf the international Comaarist Party who were 

_in turn in contact with the Russian govciasent. (Oar 

  

vees Me. Ranlcin's File DECLASSIFIED 
yet Mr, Colem2 £0. aad Sec, he 

Jur. Slavsech+ = =—-= -—— OD wane pa “iat 
Mail Room Files 

    

Girectly, but it is unlikely, Nosenko told the representative : Dod



    

  

   

   

   

  

   

    
    

   

  

   

      

   

  

   

    

Newever« 
tiLoule> §ndependent sources on this ere extremely yea, hc 

ve simply co net have much information cn this p2r 

subject. 

2, vWaen Oswald arrived 4an the Sovict Union he we 

traveling; en a temporary tourist visa but vory auleckly mace 

knows to the Russian authorities that he desired to remain 

permanently in se USSR and wanted to become & feviet e201 

Fe made kacsn his intention to his TIntourist guide at the 

Hotel Berlin in Hescow. This Intourist guide "2s a KGB 

Anformer. 

3. Osvald was advised through the tntourist ant 

in in Russia 
preter thet he vorla not be permitted to rena 

permanently and that he would therefore have to Leave thas 

country when nis temporary visa expired. oS 

, Yoon learning that his request to remain in 

Pussia permanently had been dented, Oswald slashed his wri 

4n his room at the Kotel Berlin in an apparent attempt to 

commit suicide, was found by the Intourist Snterpreter wht 

he failed to appear for an appointment that evening, and : 

4mmediately taken to a hoepital in Hoscow for treatment. 

hospital was the Botkinskaya Hospital. ae “7 

Osveld was questioned by aoctera at the hos 

a suicide because he was nC 
aw 

Ss 

so end told then that he attempte 

* evanted permission to remain in Russia. 

vo 6, Gsvald was assigned to insk prebably becar 

43 above average for cleanliness and mnaacern facilities, ¢ 

would therefore ereate @ goad impression for bin. 

peared at the Soviet Embassy-in Mi 
7. Csvwald ap 

pe-entry vibe 
‘gity and asked for a Soviet 

a 8, ilosenko was shown certain portions of our 

on Oswald, including a Bcettion which stated that Caweld 

received a monthly subsicy from the Soviet Read CropB. C 

seeing this ptstewent, Hosenko commented that it 4s nern 

practice in the Scviet’ Union to ceuse the Red Crees to k 

paysents to emigres and defectors in order ta 
. 

assist Gneé 

enjoy a better standard of living than oruinery Sevict 

eitisens engared. in similar occupntitond . NeeeniG also 

that the subsiay Ovweld received vias probably the minim 

, , 2 

 



  
  

  

given under vuch circumstances. Tnis is news to u 
it is not inconsistent with other information we have.) 

Q. Cawald was in posscscion of a gun which 2s used I 
to shoot ratbits while he was living in Hinsk (Neserko said 
he learnca inis upon reviewing Osrald's fale al'ter the ‘ 
assassination cr President Kennedy when, under the sircune 

atances, he took particular note of this fact.) 

. 10, Tnere 18 no KGB or GRU training schcol in the 
0, vicinity of Hinsk. _# . 

“22. ALL mati addressed to the Amcrican Embassy in 
Boscow, thex -efore, also Aneluding Lee Harvey Osv2ld's meil sa 
addressed, ts “reviewea"” by the KGB-in Mostow., MNesenke said 
that this is routinely done but he added that he persenally_. 
head no part in the review oe or knowledge of such revicyy, |. 
of Oswald's correspondence     

   

   

12. Ho publicity appeared ‘an the Sovict prens | or’ it é 
Soviet radio reparding Csuald's arrival or departure from the -.™., 
Soviet Yaion or on his attexpted suicide, (Our evidence on oo 
this is simply negative, that ia, ve have no evi ds ance that . 
there was any such publicity.) . a” i 

  
“Fate . _ , 13. Csvaid vas re nanded aS a "poor ‘vorker" by hia. oh 

superiors da the factory at Minsk, ‘apa 

7 . The Lollewving information obteined from Nossnko 1g +--ree:s 
not available to us froa any other source, As will be seen, © 
4t generally Ccoca not add sch to cur knowledye abcut Oswald 
but rather sunplica background information on Soviet acts wis tes, m 
relating. to his xe ssidence in Russiay . 2. ge ale! 

. 1, - Toe KGB in Koscoty ‘after anaty ote Oswald through 
verlous interviews and confidential informants , cebtermined 
that Oswald vas of no use to them and that he appeared "scme~ 
hat abnoranl 

2. ‘Tne EGB did not know about Gswale's prior mili- 
tary service and even if they did, it vould have been of no 
particuler ativnificauce to them. 

3. ‘then the KGB vas adyised by some cther Ministry 
of the Sovict State that the decision had been made to permit



/ ‘ 

  

/ 
Oswald to stay in Faesin an€ Uneat ie .as to resic. in linslk, 
At brought Cswalé's ite up Ut: uate aid transeferred At tts 

branch office in Finck. The caver litter Lorwar melas & = 
file to Minsk, preparcd by cnc of lleseaho's subordinates, 
bricfly summarized Csweald’s cace end instructed the branch 
effice to take no action coneernin: him except to "pacciv :cly" 
observe his activities te make surc he was. net an Amszican 
Intelligence azent terperacily Gormiant. (Csvald did tell an 
American friend ence that cn cone er tro ocecesions in Minsk he weet 

had heard that the [:v>D had inculred of neighbors or fellow 
workers about hin.) 

h, According to the routine of the KGB, the only 
_feverage.of Ocyold. ducing his.ctayAn Minsk vowld have. con- a 

sisted | of periodic cheaks at his place of exployncnt, tnquiry ylivitby 

.. of neighbors, other associates, ¢ and x revicw of nis mail, 

gw - 5. When the KGB was asked about Cswald's applicas — -- 
eo "tan for a re-entry visa erde in Hexico city, 4t recommended 9 *.? 

_ , Bhat Bie application be Genied, So 

6. Shortly < atter the assassination, Nosenko was 
‘oallsd to his office for ¢ the purpose of determining whether ~*~ wha 
hig Department had any information concerning Oswald. When <2 1-4 

.@ Search of the office records disclosed that information vas ~. 
available, telephone centact was imsediately made with the 
FEGB branch office in Minsk. The branch office Gictated a . 
Bunmary of the Oswelé file to Foseow cver the telepnene, This 
Bunnary incluced a statcment that the Minkx EGB hed cndeavored 
to pet snenes Osvald in the cisrht direstion.” Tats statement 
greatly alarnod the Eoseai office, copcelally in view of 
their ins trastloas to Kinek that no action was to be-vaken on 
Osvald except to “paesively otserve™ his activitics. 
Accordingly, the complete Csuald fi 
ba flown at once via. military e iver: t 

tion. It turned out that all this etement referred to was 
_ that an uncle of ee Osyald, a 1: utenant colonel in the 

:.. local militia at Minek, had approached Cowald and succertea 
-- that he not be tco cnitical of the Ecviet Unton when he 

returned to the United States. 

    

at Hinsk wes ordered to 
to Moscow for exasina- 

> 
> 
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t 

& S oe 
Oh
 
c
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7. Warina Cowsid vas cnee a member of Voncrenol but 

was dropped for Semen cf cuca. (ilarinn tele the Comnis- 
“ gion she vas a menber of Kemsonol, bat she has been iaccnsis~ 

:.. tent on why she was Geopped. )   
 



8. The Hinck kG fii. on Csvald contained 

statements from Lello: kuntees tint he was an extrencly pocz 

shot ond that it was scrctines necessary for them to provicc 

him with game. ‘ 

/ 
9. After the 239sesoinition, the Soviet fovernment 

provided about 20 Encolich-cpeaking men:yho were assicned tc 

the immediate vicinity of the American Frbassy in Moscow to 

insure that no disrespect ras zhéyn by the Soviet citizens 

during this period. 

10, Some othcr agency, just vhich agency Rosenke 

says he does not knew, Bubsequently decided that Osviald vould 

be permitted to stay in Russia, on its responsibility. 

Hosenko ‘speculates that this other amzency was either the 

’ soviet Red Cress or the Ministry of Foreign Affalra. (Thais 

‘ bit of information fits in especially neatly with Osvald's 

orn stabcnents that the Coriet orficiars he met after his: 

= suicide attempt were nex to him, and did not sccm to have 

: been told by his earlier interrogatora anything about him.) 

The folloving information given by iosenko tends to 

contradict information xhicn we have fron other sourcess 

wt 

-'y, Nosenke says that after Oswald was releascd 
    

+ 

from the hospital uhere. he was treated for an attempt to commit ~ 

me = suicide, he was told again that he sould have to leave the 

, Soviet Union and thereupon threatened to make a second attenpt 

to take hia own life. Osweld's own diary of this time contains 

no mention of a thrent to make a second attempt at suicide of 

ef any post-hospitalicaticn statement by the Soviets that he 

pould still have to ecturn to the United States, Of course, 

_ Oswald's ovn account of these activities 13 not entitled to a 

“= haeoh degree of credibility. 

(pe Ben 2, Noscnico says that there ave no Soviet regule- 

- ¢4ons which would have prevented Csvald from traveling. from — 

__,. Minsk to Eoscow without obtaining first perminsion to do Ao. . 

\ "Sy 0e pave Anformation from the CIA and the State Department that 

1 . such regulations exist, alttough they are apparently rather 

i = i, @asily ~- and frequently -- viclatcd. 

wee ey cae te SIR per ct 
‘ oe $ 3c 
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Exhibit 5 — 

- toa necent wor or over. 

W¥O 105-37111 

6 
On sons YW promrsia on Novouber noe es or 

November 24, 1963, il was repected th t the Laddacs Police 
Department had qucmtioned a JOSE MoD: CUR, u Ze low ennloyce 
of CLWALD, at Che book vacchouse fra. whieh ancas.ination 
of Prosicent LEUNEDY oecusecd., Ofrice of Security had 
check made of visnr files of ge of State resarding 
this nano and Iccated follcviney iavoomation roewardins one 

JOSE WIGUEL ROVRLGULY MOLINA, niga niely identicnsl, 

On Maren G, L059, lntter individusl was issued 

B-2 visa at Embassy, Havens, Cabana, valid through larch 5, 

1961, for one month is vigil fo nw ceuscin im New York City, 

NOC wGONTATLEL aNd no Adusiaus @hwet, Ha wes whore 2 not 

yt oe Joey Adsdiaston. | Vina Nuaber 

1490477 was issued, Foliowins description was given: 

  

Date of birth: 1/27/36 
Place of birth: Iiivaaa, Cuba 
HNeight: 5°76" 
Weights , 120 pounds 
Lair: Deon 

lyos: Bien 
Commlesion: af ee ad 

Marital status: Hlsraic - dG 
Home address: Crtlle 15 FOOL Liyveon, Havana 

On Noveaber 26, 10355, Peon 8, DERIADES 
admitted fomna. Sevict inctellipencs orfiecs, fu 

the following infermetion concerning LEE LARV.. 
and his wife: 

  

DERCAEIN deus new bertleve the Sovict Covernncnt 
had any knowledre of OSWALD! as pinas to ase -svinite President 
KENNEDY; however, he doss oalteve that CLYALD and his wife 

  

had sone Connection with the Russian intelligence service, 
Ho snid the Soviet Coverncoit undeobbedly nas a ELS on 
OSWALD and Yoels that be sv iontd bea ees co 

information regarding OSVALO's, z 

Soviet Untcn., Normilty, vwron 
Soviet Unicn wnd has ben 
would bo fucnisacd sove etolle us * 

to his destination. Since tbss was not dons, DLITABIN 

« WT) = 
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vxint, however, 

s that the CIA 

. These doubts 

Oswald. They 

supplied about 

‘IA in 1962. 

mecerned with 

James Jesus 

s his responsi- 

es attempting 

t by providing 

s, disinforma- 

sage or set of 

government. 

such informa- 

nange sides in 
‘mation about 

lependent on 
who declare 

e been “dou- 

-CIA to ferret 

tion. 

and a finely 

suited to this 

ce service, he 

had worked 

liot and e. e. 

>» own hybrid 

ars of patient 

‘lligence ser- 

din isolation. 

and pieces of 

‘ended period    

    

    

     
    
     

    

    

   

  

    
   
   

   

   
    

  

    
     

  

    
    

    

     

      
    

    

    

“FBI that a personal Interview was 

MESSAGE FROM MOSCOW 27 

oF time. He knew that Soviet intelligence had the capacity for mounting highly sophisticated disinformation programs witha Whole array of dispatched defectors and double agents feeding information to other intelligence services.7 For Angleton, un- ravelling such a deception was an intellectual challenge of the first order. ‘ 
Ever since Nosenko had firstapproached the CIA in Geneva in 1962 and volunteered information about Soviet espionave operations, Angleton and his stuff dad po 

“cance of the offer. Only six months befor 
another Soviet intellipence ollicer, Anatoli M. Golitsin, had defected to the CLA from Helsinki, Finland. Golitsin, who identified himself as a major in the First Chief Directorate of the KGB working Primarily avainst targets in the NATO alliance, was brought to Washington and given the code name 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 States intelligence, This penetration ‘gent would be assisted by “out- side” men—other Soviet-controlled agents maskine them- selves as defectors or double agents-——who Would supply pieces of disinformation designed to bolster an “inside” man’s credi- bility. The “inside” agent, im turn, would bein a position to help confirm the authenticity of the “outside” agents, 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 I> The specter of a “mole,” or enemy went, burrowing his Way into the heart of an American intelligence service caused such consternation in the CLA and 
arranged for Stone to brief Attorney General Robert F. Kennedy, 

During his debricting sessions with Angleton in 1962 Stone had called particular allention toa trip made by V.M. Kovshuk to the United States in 1957 under diplomatic cover, using the 

  

red the signuri- 
¢ Nosenko's contact, 

alias Komaroy. Stone identified Koyshuk as the the head of the all-important 
h-reigning 

American Embassy Section of the 
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TO Records 
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7 
W. David siavson “0 / . af | >/ Ct 

FROM 

SUBJECT ; Conference with the CIA on March 12, 1964 

sy 

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. Wilens, 

“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. 

ee was . ee ne eeeliond 

The Commission's staff members pointed out to che CIA that 

we had developed materials shies might be of help to the CIA in assessing 

Bae! . the Russian situation, in particular, the testimony of Marina Oswald, 

Robert Oswald, Marguerite Oswald, John Martin and other witnesses scheduled 

ae to appear before the Commission. Mr. Rankin pointed out that it was 

established Commission policy tbat transcripts of testimony were not to be 

rake these transcripts available in our offices to CIA representatives. 

It was agreed that a CLA tan would come over in the near future to read 

cnese transeripts, especiall, Marina's, and that they would contact either 

Pasi Se ee 

LECLASSIFIED 

By Archivist of the United States 

py Ls £9) a rate_7/I/73.------- 
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TO $ Records 5 

, ( > } 

FROM : W. David Slawson ee oY 
¢* 

SUBJECT 3: Conference with the CIA on March 12, 1964 
  

At 11:00 a.m., on March 

gathered in J. Lee Rankin's office 

the Commission could work together 

remaining work of the Commission: 

' William T, Coleman, Jr., Samuel A. 

Slawson, Richard Helns, | 

three from the CIA. 

12, 1964 the following individuals 

to confer on how best the CIA and 

at this juncture to facilitate the 

J. Lee Rankin, Howard P. Willens, 

Stern, Burt Griffin, W. David: 

» and Raymond Rocca, the latter 

The meeting lasted until about 1:15 p.m. 

The first topic of conversation was Yuri Nosenxo, the recent 

Soviet defector. A general discussion was held on this peodlem, with 

the CIA's recommendation being iat the Commission await further develop- 

ments. 

The Commission's 

we had ueveluped materials which might be 

the Musufan Situation, in particular, the ? i 3 

Robert svald, Marguertte guenld, 

to eppear before the Comalssion. 

estac.tshed Commission polic, 

staff aembers 

John Mag 

pointed out to the CIA that 

of help to the CIA in essessing 

Vestimony of Marina Oswald, 

Lin and other witnesses scheduled . 

Mr. Rankin pointed out that it was 

ripts of testimony were not to be « *.: wbab brane 

caken out of the offices of 2: Commissiun but that we would of course 

make these transcripts uv. tu wus tPiecuws to CLA representatives. 

It wus agreed that a Grr. . ‘ sia the near fuvuce to read 

these traenoeriy's Sok Vat Ubecy would convact either 
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Src: We. David Slawson ae 

“ <P | ‘ . 

Teta Attached is liovard Willeng? fe-draft of our Fo “Sy arait.! ZT huve not had time to rend it in det tle | execotions he scems to have accepted 

    

reign Conspiracy 
ail yet, but with a few 

our argacncnts und our plan of , OFUerizetion., Vhere are Uirce major caceplions:     

  

{2'%, corference with t’e CIA on this and how apeco that we should not's*v 2 wes — sf . . . . - , . > = 
~, xention this source. Willens can i117 you in on lhe reasons why. Second, the argument bused upon Oswald's being permitted to marry” :. Paws _cxina has been omitted because the CIA claims it has information of. 

. 

   

, INiny cases in which spies were marrica Lo nonspics. Third, the : wgunent based upon Oswald's General character and his way of life in the United States has been omitted here and will be reinserted at a... Doint where it will apply to not omly the foreign conspiracy but “* as salso the 2... 2° conspiracy and a tie-in with Ruby. ., ° . 

  

a 

‘ . : In case Ido nob vet to talk to you on the lelephone before yo oft) Jeave, Dohave read your Mexican dealt.  .t ais very good. If you : Vo. get a chance, speak to Willens’ and see wie lher he wants a xcrox copy.: oe now or wrether ne wunts to wait for foolnoting. To made a very few chiunves waile Iwas reuding it, but have not attempted as yet © real / editing job. ZT an in MU agreceinenl with the suustance and tne conflicting evidence. Vnese, so fac as I am concerned, require :.5 c GEo ef ax sw, 
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First, all rererences “to the “secret Soviet Union Souwce" luve been cmitied. I attended’a Eres § ‘ 
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MIPRIZALMDUAL 

Auguar 22, 1964 
{ ji Ai To) J. Lee Rankin wwe 

Yrony MW. David Sliver 

Subjeoces Lenguage fa rho Posaible Fore {ru Conspirsey Bectlon of the 
Roport MeLatiny fo "yo 

You arhod thee y Bot forth CMe Dvn sce Shich ¥ EPOPY~NS fo uss in the - 

iouathio fore len Consptlracy Mecttem of Che fLopert which CrrGz3 the use 
ecd imr-uae of intima t Lea Cotaimed Pron YW, Ido not Plopore tn usp 
Sny toforitton frog "H whitch che flovlet Unfon would be able to trace 
to hie rather than to foviar defocturg netarally., Infoinution curplicd 
by “H’ whitch beara Of Cle foners] Pinutiocaa and procodurna of thea Koy 
sind La, there faye, WOE traceable ey him, wil) be used Sut oCtrilated to 
tlw CIA and aca “sBtable" og sever Du loutorna, Tike 28 o taorough Ly 
ooast Betrbaitfion; cher detectora other than "R' are dp mvebt Cooeg fully 
able ta 6upply thie information, Ip “ae caar, I hone te une PAM pavile 
cular fufoumactor supplfal bor by CN ang Wiaclime Purteevs, huc tt w4t1h 
be attvibutad belaly to MHadiaue Furtseve. The Language of cha secticm 
LT propose ta uug te qusted baleen 

Z 

(Token roa peye 3 of the Latroctuction.) 

"Ya approsching tho queattun of foigl Commleston lag Teceivinl valuable nSaLGE Intelldyonce Agency, the Foderat Buren of Toves tization, the 
Beparomut of fLrare and other federut sguctey with sprelal erpetencea in the flold Of fore len invcotkeattoa. The CIA nas 
made 20 eopectally valussly contrhiwec ton by oupplying thse Cowmlistoa vein info rwot ion Originating wich detectors fran the Sevier incel Uponece services mya bearing on cocret Practlosey 
aed procedures uhich wuld bo opplteable 4: tlo Soviet Unton ta 
@ cate ithe that of Cauala'a furfiuys be oCay there, 

m invelvenent, the 
ance Fra the Centre) 

Y “Sowa of the Information farfshod by the eloreqontionead agencioas, any Roay off thadr fmurces for that infonsat jou, are of 
a highly confidential nana. Noverchrleus, boctne Lt beliewis thac tho fullese poeulble disclorure of old Qhe faecg Telating 
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to the assusstnation of Prastdent Kemody ta of the highest 
duportanoa, the Camfeaton haa tneluded in thie Leport all ~ the information furalaled by these agenecLlea which it coum aiderad in eming co Lts cerclustons, ami, {a addition, all 
the infonsatiou which would heave contradicted thane consluatons 
L1£ Lr had boer: considared, evon though che Ccerstesfion did nat 
Tegard if an sufficlently creltavle to be conpidered, Thins 
second catagory of information ecunalste moatly of rumora and | 
speculationa, some of they alnogt wholly frivolous. The 
Comsinaian iroluded ft notwithetsnading that fact, hovevor, in order that tha public could dactde for ttself the correctnass of the conclugtons {tn tite Report, by treting them against all 
the ovidence which tenda to contradict than. 

"Tha only rolevant information witch hag nor been tncluded in the Report 1a that which Le consistent wlth the Cormatooton's 
conclustons but hlahly confidential and derived from sunean 
the relishility of which ts so lew or so uncertain that the 
Comission was mot able to rely upon Lt in coming to ito 
conclusions, Yhoa, even 1f£ thie information should later be 
wholly diacredited, none of the conclustons in thea Report would 
be affectad; tho relatively Litcle advantage to be galned by 
dneluding Lt, therafore, van noc deaned suffietent te ovarride 
the sertour compromtiee of national security wich dieclosure 
would Lirvolve. 

‘Secret sources of inferartion, as contracted vith cha 
dofermacionm Ltself, heave in mavy Lostaunces been e{thheld. The 
continued use of suct cources fod, where ogeret {nfomauta aco 
Involved, the vary Lives of euch informants vould be placed in 
jeepardy 1£ nuaer, positions er other identifying choracterdsctica 
were to ha disclosed.” 

Ir 

(Taken {roa page 41 of the -saction dealing ofth 
Osvald'a defection in the Fill vf 19459, (Footents 
No. 135 fa co tha CLA; Lootnota Bo. 136 La to 
Kodaua Partesava; foctuotre No. 137, as the text states, 
de to the WLatorLe Diary.) 

"Tho Camnfosion has information frem confidentLal aourcea chat 
the normal Soviet procedure for hardling would-be defectors fa to 
give the RCN the intctal cosk of exeatnatfon and aasesmont. 135/ 
Pyrceumbly this was done with Quvald. life resection on Cctober 22,



we
e 

vhich trigsered hie wulcida attoopt, therefore, probably means that the KCB had comlucted {ta exmatnation betcen Cetober 16 and October 22 and had concludad that Omsald van af Limited ~ valua to the Soviet Uthiton. Tie Comateston has ochar infommae tion from a source of unkienen rolfabfility chat when the nevg of Oswald's rejection snd drayatic pufctia atteupt reached Madane Purteava, a prominent Sovtat offfcial and a momber af tha Praapidi{un, she pereonally intervencd and anbed that ho be peratCted: to veslde tn tie foviat Onton. 136/ te ehts infomation ds carract, tt emp latina thea clunge in Cevald's fortunea vhich occurred after he wan released fron Che Boykinaksya Hospital. The Conaisafon can only vpeculate un wut branch cf the Sovtee Government took charge c€ Oswald after Mrdowaa Fortseva's inter~ vortion, 4€ tr tn foce occur ved, or why she decided co Latervens,. Sympethy for stud appeared to be a very wyyealing case cactainly Tay have played a role. lt my nleo have baen of sme signi fiq cance that had a young American who had prosented himsolf an a devout cenvork te the Cuanuntist cause bean summarily rajected, the resulting publiciey would tave buon unfavorable to tha Soviet Union. In any event, ic ta intevrating to note that che apparent wotft of Onvald's agua from the KGB to aome other Ministry of tho Soviet Covernmsont shortly after hia release from the hospital is tupported by the entrivs in hfe Diary cementing that the officlals he met after hie hoopLltal. $5 pltmoae were Alf ferent fran those with Whe» ho had dealt before ISU " 

Trt 

(The following da tho firet paracraph cf the cone luaion.) 

“The Comfeston haw thorouch ly dnvestizateld tha poeslbiitcy that Lee Marvey Oavala wan f aucret Lovier agent. The rpectfte frets end cireunstancea, 60 far ene they ace lino, Telating to Oseald's dofectton tn the USSR, is restdence there in Minok, —— sud bis rectum oe the Unteed States In 1962 have been enrefully ovalusted. The delectorn from the Siviet furesllipence- service wha are pow working with the Central Lute liteence Avancy, aone of vl.ca sere otLll working with Swlec Intell {ycace when Oswald waa Ly Russila, have all fatled ta furntah any infomation Dinticickns chet Covald Vim A bovier agent. The Cusetuolon coneludes Chat there to no cyedlible evidenca of Sovlec Suvolvenent in the aeeissination, ard Chat the facta that have bean obtatsed ecrongly negate arty canclualLon that Oowald vas an agont of che Soviet povernecac." 
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