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loo 
(1) O

sw
ald in the U

.S..  S.R
.—

T
he com

m
ittee review

ed the docu-
m

ents O
sw

ald w
rote about his life in the S

oviet U
nion, including his 

diary and letters to his m
other, M

arguerite, and brother, R
obert ((11:) 

T
hey paralleled, to a great extent, the inform

ation in docum
ents pro-

vided to the W
arren C

om
m

ission by the S
oviet G

overnm
ent after the 

assassination. (.13) T
hese docum

ents w
ere provided to the C

om
m

ission 
in response to its request that the S

oviet G
overnm

ent give the C
om

-
m

ission any "available inform
ation concerning the activities of L

ee 
H

arvey O
sw

ald during his residence from
 1959 to 1962 in the S

oviet 
U

n
io

n
, in

 p
articu

lar, co
p
ies o

f an
y
 o

ffi cial reco
rd

s co
n
cern

in
g
 

him
."(14
)
 

T
w

o sets of docum
ents, totaling approxim

ately 140 pages, w
ere 

turned over to the 'C
om

m
ission by the S

oviets in N
ovem

ber 1963 and 
in M

ay 19644/5) T
hey w

ere routine, official papers. N
one of them

 
appeared to have com

e from
 K

G
B

 files, and there w
ere no records of 

interview
s of O

sw
ald by the K

G
B

, nor w
ere there any surveillance 

reports. U
nfortunately, the authenticity of the docum

ents could not 
be established. T

he signatures of S
oviet officials, for exam

ple, w
ere 

illegible. (16) 
N

evertheless, the S
oviet docum

ents and O
sw

ald's ow
n statem

ents 
give this account.of O

sw
ald's stay in the S

oviet U
nion : 

H
e lived there from

 O
ctober 1959 to June 1962. 

H
e attem

pted suicide on learning he w
ould not be perm

itted to 
rem

ain in the U
.S

.S
.R

. 
H

e w
orked in a radio plant in M

insk. 
H

e m
et and m

arried M
arina. 

H
e w

as originally issued a residence visa for stateless persons 
and later issued a residence visa for foreigners. 

H
e obtained exit visas for him

self and his fam
ily before depart- 

ing the S
oviet U

nion.: 
N

either the docum
ents nor O

sw
ald's ow

n statem
ents indicate that he 

w
as debriefed or put under surveillance by the K

G
B

. 
T

he com
m

ittee interview
ed U

.S
. officials w

ho specialize in S
oviet 

intelligence, asking them
 w

hat treatm
ent they w

ould have expected 
O

sw
ald to have received during his defection.(17) F

or the m
ost part, 

they suspected that O
sw

ald w
ould have routinely been debriefed by 

the K
G

B
 and that m

any persons w
ho cam

e in contact w
ith O

sw
ald in 

the 'U
.S

.S
.R

. w
ould have been connected w

ith the K
G

B
. (18) 

(2) Treatm
ent of defectors hit the Soviet G

overnm
A

nt.—
The com

- 
m

ittee exam
ined the C

IA
 and F

B
I files on others w

ho had defected in 
the sam

e period as O
sw

ald and w
ho had eventually returned. to the 

U
nited S

tates.(19) T
he purpose w

as to determ
ine the frequency of 

K
G

B
 co

n
tact an

d
 w

h
eth

er th
e treatm

en
t o

f O
sw

ald
 ap

p
eared

 to
 b

e 
significantly different from

 the norm
. T

he defectors studied by the 
com

m
ittee w

ere selected because their backgrounds and other charac-
teristics w

ere sim
ilar to O

sw
ald's, on the theory that their treatm

ent by 
the K

G
B

 could be expected to parallel that of O
sw

ald, if lie w
as not a 

special case, a recruited assassin, for exam
ple. 

T
he exam

ination of the defector files w
as inconclusive, principally 

because the case of nearly every defector w
as unique.(R

O
) In addition, 

the files available on the experiences of the defectors w
ere often not 

adequate to extract m
eaningful data for the purpose of this investiga- 
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L
ion, since they w

ere com
piled for other reasons.(21) A

s to contacts 
w

ith the K
G

B
, the experiences of A

m
erican defectors appeared to have 

varied greatly. S
om

e reported daily contact w
ith S

oviet intelligence 
agents, w

hile others did not m
ention ever having been contacted or 

debriefed. (R
R

) 
(3) 

Y
u

ri N
osenko—

O
f all the areas inveetiented by the com

m
ittee 

w
ith respect to possible S

oviet involvem
ent in the assassination, none 

seem
ed as potentially rew

arding as an exam
ination of statem

ents m
ade 

by K
G

B
 officers w

ho had defected to the U
nited S

tates. In
 determ

ining 
how

 the K
G

B
 treats A

m
erican defectors, an ex-K

G
B

 officer w
ould 

certainly be of great interest. In this regard, the com
m

ittee had access 
to three such m

en, one of w
hom

, Y
uri N

osenko, claim
ed to possess far 

m
ore than general inform

ation about A
m

erican defectors. 
In January 1964,' N

osenko, identifying him
self as a K

G
B

 officer, 
sought asylum

 in the U
nited S

tates.(23) H
e claim

ed to have w
orked 

in the K
G

B
 S

econd C
hief D

irectorate w
hose functions, in m

any re-
spects, are sim

ilar to those of the F
B

L
 (24) A

ccordinK
 to N

osenko, 
w

hile w
orking in 1959 in a K

G
B

 departm
ent dealing w

ith A
m

erican 
tourists, he learned of a young A

m
erican w

ho sought to defect to the 
S

oviet U
nion. T

he A
m

erican w
as L

ee H
arvey O

sw
ald.(25) 

N
osenko stated he had w

orked extensively on the O
sw

ald case, and 
he provided the F

B
I and C

IA
 w

ith data pertaining to O
sw

ald's re-
quest to defect and rem

ain in the S
oviet U

nion, the initial rejection of 
that request by the K

G
B

, O
sw

ald's suicide attem
pt and a subsequent  

decision to perm
it him

 to rem
ain in R

ussia. (R
6) A

lthough the K
G

B
, 

according to N
osenko, w

as w
ell aw

are of O
sw

ald, it m
ade no attem

pt 
to debrief or interview

 him
. (27) N

ever w
as any consideration given 

by the K
G

B
 to enlist O

sw
ald into the S

oviet intelligence service.(R
8) 

T
he com

m
ittee w

as m
ost interested in N

osenko's claim
 that in 1963, 

after O
sw

ald w
as arrested in the assassination, he had an opportunity 

to see the K
G

B
 file on the suspected assassin. A

s a result, N
osenko said, 

he w
as able to state categorically that O

sw
ald w

as not a S
oviet agent 

an
d
 th

at n
o
 o

fficer o
f th

e K
G

B
 h

ad
 ev

er in
terv

iew
ed

 o
r d

eb
riefed

 
him

. (f9) 
N

osenko's testim
ony, how

ever, did not settle the question of S
oviet 

com
plicity in the assassination. F

rom
 the tim

e of his defection, som
e 

U
.S

. intelligence officers suspected N
osenko w

as on a disinform
ation 

m
issio

n
 to

 m
islead

 th
e A

m
erican

 G
o

v
ern

m
en

t, S
in

ce o
th

er C
IA

 
officials believed N

osenko w
as a bona fide defector, a serious disagree-

m
ent at the top level of the A

gency resulted. (30) 
T

he W
arren C

om
m

ission found itself in the m
iddle of the N

osenko 
co

n
tro

v
ersy

—
an

d
 in

 a q
u
an

d
ary

 o
f its o

w
n
, sin

ce th
e issu

e o
f 

N
osenko's reliability bore significantly on the assassination investiga-

tion. (JO
 If he w

as telling the truth, the C
om

m
ission could possibly 

w
rite off S

oviet involvem
ent in a conspiracy.° If, on the other hand, 

N
osenko w

as lying, the C
om

m
ission w

ould be faced w
ith a dilem

m
a. 

W
hile a deceitful N

osenko w
ould not necessarily point to S

oviet com
-

plicity, it w
ould leave the issue in lim

bo. T
he W

arren C
om

m
ission 

•N
osen

k
o h

ad
 C

ret con
tacted

 th
e U

.S
. G

overn
m

en
t in

 Ju
n

e 1562. 
•

T
h

e C
om

m
isslon

 as w
ell R

e th
e com

m
ittee recogn

ized
 th

at N
on

en
k

o cou
ld

 h
ave b

een
 

m
n

d
id

 an
d

 th
at th

e con
n

ection
 b

etw
een

 O
ew

ald
 an

d
 th

e icon cou
ld

 h
ave b

een
 com

p
ort. 

m
ob

ilized
, th

at is. k
n

ow
n

 on
ly to a select few

 p
eop

le, n
ot in

clu
d

in
g N

osen
k

o. 



102 

chose not to call N
osenko as a w

itness or to m
ention him

 in its report, 
apparently because it could not resolve the issue of his reliability.(32) 

T
he com

m
ittee, on the other hand, review

ed all available statem
ents 

and files pertaining to N
osenko.(33) It questioned N

osenko in detail 
about O

sw
ald. finding significant inconsistencies in statem

ents he had 
given the F

B
I, C

IA
 and the com

m
ittee.(34) F

or exam
ple, N

osenko 
told the com

m
ittee that the K

G
B

 had O
sw

ald under extensive sur-
veillance, including m

ail interception, w
iretap and physical observa-

tion. Y
et, in 1964, he told the C

IA
 and F

B
I there had been no such 

surveillance of O
sw

ald.(35) S
im

ilarly, in 1964, N
osenko indicated 

there had been no psychiatric exam
ination of O

sw
ald subsequent to his 

suicide attem
pt, w

hile in 1978 he detailed for the com
m

ittee the re-
ports lie had read about psychiatric exam

inations of O
sw

ald.(36) 
T

he com
m

ittee also found that the C
IA

 had literally put N
osenko 

in solitary confinem
ent from

 1964 0 . 1968. (37) S
trangely, w

hile he w
as 

interrogated during this period, he w
as questioned very little about 

O
sw

ald. (38) T
he A

gency did not seem
 to realize N

osenko's im
portance 

to an investigation of the assassination. W
hile R

ichard H
elm

s, then the 
C

IA
's D

eputy D
irector for P

lans, did tell C
hief Justice W

arren about 
N

osenko 2  the A
gency's interest in him

 seem
ed to be largely lim

ited to 
its ow

n intellicrenee-gathring problem
 : did the K

G
B

 send N
evenko 

to the U
nited S

tates to deceive the C
IA

 on m
any m

atters, only one of 
them

 perhaps related to the assassination I (39) 
In the end, the com

m
ittee, too, w

as unable to resolve the N
osenko 

m
atter. T

he fashion in w
hich N

osenko w
as treated by the A

gency—
his 

interrogation and confinem
ent—

virtually ruined him
 as a valid source 

of inform
ation on the assassination. N

evertheless, the com
m

ittee w
as 

certain N
osenko lied about O

sw
ald—

w
hether it w

as to the F
B

I and 
C

IA
 in 1964, or to the com

m
ittee in 1978, or perhaps to both.(40) 

T
he reasons lie w

ould lie about O
sw

ald range from
 the possibility 

that he m
erely w

anted to exaggerate his ow
n im

portance to the disin-
form

ation hypothesis w
ith its sinister im

plications. 
L

acking sufficient evidence to distinguish am
ong alternatives,' the 

co
m

m
ittee d

ecid
ed

 to
 lim

it its co
n
clu

sio
n
 to

 a ch
aracterizatio

n
 o

f . 
N

osenko as an unreliable source of inform
ation about the assassina-

tion, or, m
ore specifically, as to w

hether O
sw

ald w
as ever contacted, 

or placed under surveillance, by the K
G

B
. 

(4) O
pinions of other defectors.—

In 
ad

d
itio

n
 to

 in
terv

iew
in

g
 

N
osenko, the com

m
ittee questioned tw

o other form
er K

G
B

 officers w
ho 

had defected to the U
nited S

tates. W
hile neither could base an opinion 

o
n
 an

y
 p

erso
n
al ex

p
erien

ce w
ith

 th
atp

art o
f th

e K
G

B
 in

 w
h
ich

 
N

osenko said he had served, both said that O
sw

ald w
ould have been 

of interest to the S
oviet intelligence agency, that he w

ould have been 
d
eb

riefed
 an

d
 th

at h
e m

ay
 h

av
e b

een
 k

ep
t u

n
d
er su

rv
eillan

ce.(4
/) 

(5) M
arina O

sw
ald.—

The com
m

ittee not only considered a possible 
connection betw

een O
sw

ald and the K
G

B
, it also looked into charges 

that his w
idow

, M
arina, w

as an agent of the K
G

B
, or that she at least 

in
fl uenced her husband's actions in the assassination on orders from

 
'B

e
y
o

n
d

 th
a
n

e
 re

n
e
n

n
e
 fo

r fa
ie

lfle
a
tio

n
 th

a
t c

a
n

 b
e
 a

ttrib
u

te
d

 to
 N

o
s
e
n

k
o

 h
im

s
e
lf. th

e
re

 
h

e
n

 b
e
e
n

 s
p

e
c
u

la
tio

n
 th

a
t th

e
 S

o
v
ie

t G
o

v
e
rn

m
e
n

t, w
h

ile
 n

o
t In

v
o

lv
e
d

 In
 th

e
 a

s
e
a
s
e
ln

a
tio

n
, 

p
e
n

t N
o

s
e
n

k
o

 o
n

 a
 In

h
o

lo
n

 to
 1111113" A

m
e

ric
a

n
 fe

a
rs

. H
e

n
c

e
. w

h
ile

 h
is

 s
to

re
 a

b
o

u
t n

o
 e

n
ro

le
e

. 
lio

n
 b

e
tw

e
e

n
 O

s
w

a
ld

 a
n

d
 th

e
 K

G
B

 m
ig

h
t b

e
 fa

ls
e

, h
is

 c
la

im
 o

f 
n

o
 S

o
v
ie

t In
v
o

lv
e
m

e
n

t in
 

th
e
 a

n
o

n
a
s
in

a
tIo

n
 w

o
u

ld
 h

e
 tru

th
fu

l. 
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S
oviet officials. T

he com
m

ittee exam
ined G

overnm
ent files on M

arina, 
it questioned experts on S

oviet affairs and form
er K

G
B

 officers, and 
it took testim

ony from
 M

arina herself. (42) T
he com

m
ittee could find 

n
o
 ev

id
en

ce to
 su

b
stan

tiate th
e alleg

atio
n
s ab

o
u
t M

arin
a O

sw
ald

 
P

orter. 
M

rs. P
orter testified before the com

m
ittee that O

sw
ald had never 

been contacted directly by the K
G

B
, though she assum

ed that he and 
she alike had been under K

G
B

 surveillance w
hen they lived in the 

S
oviet U

nion. 
(6) R

eeponee of the Soviet G
overnm

ent.—
F

inally, the com
m

ittee 
attem

pted to obtain from
 the S

oviet G
overnm

ent any inform
ation on 

O
sw

ald that it had not provided to the W
arren C

om
m

ission. In re-
sponse to a com

m
ittee request relayed by the S

tate D
epartm

ent, the 
S

oviet G
overnm

ent inform
ed the com

m
ittee that alI the inform

ation it 
had on O

sw
ald had been forw

arded to the W
arren C

om
m

ission. (V
) 

T
he com

m
ittee concluded, how

ever, that it is highly probable that 
the S

oviet G
overnm

ent possessed inform
ation on O

sw
ald that it has 

not provided to the 'U
.S

. G
overnm

ent. It w
ould be the extensive in-

form
ation that m

ost likely w
as gathered by a K

G
B

 surveillance of 
O

sw
ald and M

arina w
hile they w

ere living in R
ussia. It is also quite 

likely that the S
oviet G

overnm
ent w

ithheld files on a K
G

B
 interview

 
w

ith O
sw

ald.° 
(d) Sum

m
ary of the evidence 

Its suspicions notw
ithstanding, the com

m
ittee w

as led to believe, on 
the basis of the available evidence, that the S

oviet G
overnm

ent w
as not 

involved in the assassination. In the last analysis, the com
m

ittee agreed 
w

ith the testim
ony of form

er S
ecretary of S

tate D
ean R

usk. T
o w

it, 
there is no evidence that the S

oviet G
overnm

ent had any interest in 
rem

oving P
resident, K

ennedy, nor is there any evidence that it planned 
to take advantage of the P

resident's death before it happened or at-
tem

pted to capitalize on it after it occurred. In fact, the reaction of the 
S

oviet G
oiernm

ent as w
ell as the S

oviet people seem
ed to be one of 

genuine shock and sincere grief. T
he com

m
ittee believed, therefore, on 

the basis of the evidence available to it, that the S
oviet G

overnm
ent 

w
as not involved in the assassination. 
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W
hen the leader of a great nation is assassinated, those initially sus-

p
ected

 alw
ay

s in
clu

d
e h

is ad
v
ersaries. W

h
en

 P
resid

en
t Jo

h
n
 F

. 
K

ennedy w
as struck dow

n by rifle fire in D
allas in N

ovem
ber 1963, 

m
any people suspected C

uba and its leader, F
idel C

astro R
uz, of in-

volvem
ent in the assassination, particularly after it w

as learned that 
L

ee H
arvey O

sw
ald, the alleged assassin, had sought to travel to C

uba 
in S

eptem
ber 1963.(1) T

o evaluate those suspicions properly, it is 
•
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