really testify as to the credibility of
(t_atements he may have made about
| in the Soviet Union. '

d here you realize that I am entering
m _Judgment that anything that he
d faith. 1 base that judgment on an
this case in which I see no reason to
'n untruth, except because he didn't
or during those times when he was
he exaggerated.

our difficulty. We are trying to find
ts are true. All right?

front of you, by the way, the one that

have it in front of me.
,ould we provide the witness with the

rave it with you, sir?
e were given this morning, which is
%, I believe, as the one we received. 1

2y had some items in this morning
|is that correct, sir?

‘read is a partial reading of what was
ieg:eded it was not given to you before
2 it was given before you testified. The
%pubhc is substantially the report that
> been some grammatical changes in it,
Shical errors, but all matters of sub-

!»lete copy of the report that Mr. Hart

{some of them. I don’t want to belabor
bn you the difficulty we have in light of
lernoon, in terms of us trying to deter-
believe from Mr. Nosenko's story. Turn
{report, if you would, please, 27 first.
middle of the page, and let me begin

1, 1964, Nosenko was specifically asked whether

lical surveillance on Oswald, and each time he

CIA that there was no technical and physical
made the following statément upon bein k
swald's relationship with Marina before ti
e ma;ned: ) l‘ 4 of Os

ow she wos a riend of Oswald until they a lied
feillance on Oswald to show that he kn);wpaer."
ified that there were.seven or eight thick volumes
uie to all of the surveillance reports and that he
ause of, them, in 1964 he told the FBI agents that
:31:11 ﬁl(i.s There was no mention of seven or eight
P ents.

]
id have probably started up above, but
‘here, one, he is claiming that there was

as
ey an-
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no surveillance. Then he is stating there was surveillance. He is
telling us that he, on the one hand, didn’t have the opportunity or
didn't see any reports on Oswald from Minsk and then turns
around and says that he did have a chance to look at them.
Which can we believe?
1 mean these are two contradictory statements by a man who,
according to your testimor;iy, may be acting in good faith, but we |
er

are confronted with two different sets of facts.
Which do we believe? Can we in fact believe him, if we accept
your testimony this afternoon that he went through this outra-
geous treatment for a period of more than 3 years?

Mr. Hart. Congressman, 1 think what this boils down to, if I may

say so, is a questl i

on of how one would, faced with a choice as to

- whether to use this information or not, would do so. It would be a
personal decision. 1f 1 were in the iti i
frankly would ignore the testimony of Mr. Nosen
ignore it because 1 think it wes given in bad faith.

Let me express an opinion on Mr. Nosenko's testimony about Lee
Harvey Oswald. 1, like many others, find Mr. Nosenko's testimony
incredible. 1 do not believe, 1 find it hard to believe, although 1, a8
recently as last week, talked to Mr. Nosenko and tried to get him
to admit that there was a possibility that he didn't know every-
thing that was going on, 1 find it very hard to believe that the KGB
had so little interest in this individual. Therefore, if 1 were in the
position of deciding whether to use the testimony of Mr. Nosenko
on this case or not, would not use it.

1 would like to say, just to conclude my remarks, let me tell you
why 1 don’t believe it. I had 24 years of experience in a compart-
mented organization, and 1 was chief of geveral parts of the organi-
zation which had done various things at various times which came
under investigation, happily not while 1 was in charge of them. 1
will make one specific, give you one gpecific example.

1 was once upon a time chief of what we can call the Cuban Task
Force, long after the Bay of Pigs, within the Agency. At some point
I was asked whether I Kknew anything, whether 1 thought there had
been an attempt to assassinate Castro. gaid in all good faith that 1
didn’t think there had. I had absolutely no knowledge of this. It

h;’mdgﬂbieg“%kept from me, possibly BERR i T armT RN gZM"“
ti oved had taken e ence wi m. 1 Tow
bout it, bu good taith. An ThK It i8 very possible
that an officer of Nosenko's rank might have functioned within the
KGB and not known everything which was going on in regard to
this particular man.

Mr. Dopp. So you would suggest to this committee that we not
rely at all on Mr. Nosenko for information that could assist us in
assessing the activities of Lee Harvey Oswald in the Soviel Union?

Mr. Harrt. 1 believe as a former intelligence officer in taking

account of information of which there is some independent confir-

mation if at all possible, and there i8 no possibility of any inférma-
tion, independent confirmation of this, and on the {ace _Ol it, it
appears to me to be doubtful. Therefore, 1 would simply disregard

it. . .
Mr. Dopp. I would like to, if 1 could—first of all, do you still

maintain your security clearance?




