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PERSONAL HISTORY

Nosenko has tastifisd o the Committes

zhat he was born

Yuri Ivanovich ¥osenko in the town of Mikolavev in the Ukraine,

October 30, 1927. His ‘facher, iIvan Isiderowvich Mesanko, was

vinister of Shipbuilding in =he U.5.S.R. prior to ais death ia

1956.

Contiacing with YNosenko's biography:

He atzanded the Instituez of Incernational Relations Ir

2m

1945 to 1950, then .entszed Yavy Intslligence and servad in the

Tar East and the 3altic region until 1953,

Cn leave in Mescaw

in 1953, he joined tie !WD (later the ¥G3). He was assizned w2

the Firs: Department of the Second Caief Dirsctorate, whizh was

responsibls for surveillance and recrultment of

sersonnel.

aAs 2 X628 officer, he began study

ing

T.3. Zxbassy

Zaraigzn langu

agas.

In 19355, Nosenko was transfarred to the Saventh Department

of the Second Chisf Directorata, a depactment newly formed to

monitor tourists £o the Soviet Unisn.

ment remained his duties.

In 1958, Nosanke was promotad :o senicr lisutsnanct. In

Surveillance znd zacruit-

the year he was acceptad 13 a member s3I the Jsmmunlist 2arzuy, he

was made a captain and named deputy chief of his fepartlent.

In January L9560, Yosenko was transferrsd back &¢ the Fisss

Department of the Second Chief Oirecticrate, and in Japuazy 19582,

he returned =o the Seventh Cepartment as chied of his seczion.
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Again, he was assigned to coordinaeing the surveillance and

o . ) . 5
4 sagruitment o2 American tourises. In July 1962, he was promoted

to deputy chief of the Saventh Jepartment, Second Chiel Iirectorate.

MOSEMXQ BECCHES XKNOWMN TO U.S. IMTELLIGENICE

Mosenko came tc the attentisn of ¥.5. intelligencs agencies

in Junme 1962 in Ganeva whers he was serving as the security escort

o a Soviet disarmament delegation. He identified himself o

the OI3 and offared to sell informatien Zor 300 Swiss Izancs. He

axolained 2e nesded the money %o replacs XG23 funds he had spent

! 2n 2 dzinking sp=se. (He has since said he did not razllv aeed
1 =he monav but Zait an offsr simply o give away the information
E
wouls be =ajacted, 2s it nad been wisth similar offasrs by other ; =
joviec agents.!
The CIA sgraed ko dzal wish Yoseakd, and he fromised &9
) maka somcacs che next time he came abroad. Ee made Lt clear he
i would nerc fefacsz, howevar, because he would not leave his Jamily.
Ze alss $oid the CIA asver %o conzact him in the Soviet Tnion.
; HOSESKd DEFECLS
on Januacsy 23, 1984, Mosenko was seard frzom again. 3Back in
l

1 Ganava as ascort £o a Sisarmament 2elacation, he infarmed the

2]

1A =his time he wished %o defact, $iving 2s his reason

disillusionmens with ais government and doubt that he would he




able to laave the U.5.5.R. scon again. The CIA was surprised

by his sudden decision, but Mosenks was adamant.

gn February 4, Hosenk2 revealad he had received a celegram
ordering him %o seturn So Moscow directlv. He 3aid he Zeared _’m C],ﬁ
the K2B was aware he was workiag with the test, and his life

0
depended on his being permitted to defact immediazely. The % w

CIA agresed, and he was spiriced away. (Nosenko latar admitcted

the zacall telegram was 2 2axa. He had made up the story 2

et the CIA to agrss ta nis defection without furcher delay.)

DOUBTS ABOUT NOSTHRO'S 3ONMAEIDES

8y April 1364, Yosenko had been in the C.S. for nearly
two months. Already, =P cfficials of the Soviet Fussia and
Counter-Intelligence sections of the CIA had nagging doubts 2s o
to whether he was 2 wonafide defector. Thelr misgivings were _ L\ﬂ t 'U-’g ﬂ
based on a number of points: l'r . (ﬂt{/ H@
1. Manv leads provided by Vosenko had Seen of the "Five- Lﬂxt - ;
away® variesy, thaz is information that is no longer
of significant value %o the XG3, oF information 4%1,(/?(? Mlﬂl
which, in the probable judgment of the XGB, is already M : [lr b(&
being probed by Western intelligence, so that there \ ’ﬂw
is mors to be gained from naving 2 dispatched agent )
i

ngive it away" and tnersby gain credibil
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CIA in 1964, revealing he had information about Lee Harvey Oswald,

2.
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A background check of dosenko -- of his scheoling,

‘military carser and his activities a3 an intelligence

officer -- had led U.5. ofificials to suspect losanks
wasg telling them a "legend,” that is supolying them
with a fabricated ideatity. Certain aspects of

Nosenko's background did not "check ous;” and certaina

events he described saemed highly unlikely.

Two defeczors who had preceded Nosenko wera skeptical
of him. One was convinced Hosenko was on a XG3
mission, the purnose of which was to neutzalize

information he had provided.

Information Hosenko had given about Oswald arcusecd

suspicions. The chief of the Soviet Eussia‘_ Section
had &ifficul:y accapting the stataments about Oswald,
characterizing them as seeming "almost to have hesn
tacked on or o have been added, as though it dida'k
sesm to be sarzt of the real bedy of the gther things

he had =o say, many of which were t-ue.”

INTERROGATION OF NOSZNKQ 3Y THE FBI ABOUT OSWALD

Statements by Nosenks at the tizme of his contact with the
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qucsr..i.oned by the FBI upon arrival in the 9.8.

led -to his being
ate February and early

He was interviewed in L March. It
is pot known if these sessions
ts are gtatements p:up-:ad by the

e February

were tape recorded, but as of

) today 2ll that exis

jnterrogating FBL agents.,
page report of those

a four-page report of thi

in March.

sassions, a nine=
Nosenko told the FBI about his knowledge of Oswald and

the fact the KGB had po contact with him. N /lf\/vw 0 % |J
| g | Loy

The conclusion of the March report read

on March 4, 1964, Nosenko stated that he did not

want any publicity in connection with this information %‘_

put stated that he would be willing to testify to this W W

i the presidential Commission, :

provided such testimony is given in secret and

absolutely no publicity ts given el
?-m:elggfan the Commission of to the information
tself.

" The report noted that
the information he furnished on March 4 regarding pswald had 1 A’[
‘ﬁ ( B

priate authorities. He was advised that

£his had been done. . - MW #,

| Lk A0 78 by
NOSENKO_I§ PLACED IN ISOLATION sy e cza U M{‘)ﬂ,{,} ‘{) [\@ A7

on April 4, 1964, CTA officials decided to place Nosenko

to commence hostile inte

on March 6 Nosenko inquired if

been given o the appro

in igolation and rrogations.
he was subjected to 2 polygraph,
tile interrogations.

osenko he had lied,

Pirst, one designed to
atmosphere for the hos

insure a proper
instructed to inform N

The CIA pol.ygraphe: was

-ff;“‘ M'- il g L

Ue llyrts g
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- ; regardless of the actual outcome of the test. (In his report,
the polygrapher wrote his true conclusion, which was that Nosenko
had indeed lied.) The official position now stated by the CIA,
is that the test was "invalid or inconclusive.”

._.-""-.. = -

The conditions of Nosenko's isolation have been described
by the Rockefeller commission as "spartan.” Both Nosenko and

| the CIA were asked by this Committee to describe them.

Nosenke says the room to which he was mntin;d had "a metal

bad attached to the floor® and "the only furniture in the room

was a single bed and a light bulb."

The CIA states, "Hosenko received a regular diet of three

meals a day. Pericdically during this time, his diet was 4
modified to the extent that his portions of food were modest and

rastricted.”
Nosenko states he "was not given a toothbrush and toothpaste
i
and food given to me was Very poor. I did not have enough to eat
chat

and was hungry all the time."”

The CIA:

"Nosenko did not have access to TV, radio or newspapers...
He was provided with a limited number of bocks to read from
anko April 1964 to November 1965 and from May 1967 to October

1967. His reading privileges were pended from How b
1965 to May l967."

Hasenko:

nT had no contact with anybody to talk. I could not
read. I could not smoke..."




The CIA states Nosenko was "under constant visual
observation from April 1964 to October 1967,° the period of his
isolation.

Hosenko:

- =1 was watched day and night through TV camera...l was
desperately wanting to read and once, when I was given
toothpaste, I found in the tcothpaste box a piece of paper
with a description of compound of this toothpaste. I
was trying to read it under my blanket, but guards noticed
it and again it was taken from me.” :

Both Nésmloo and the CIA agree that conditions improved

markedly beginning in the fall of 1967 (the end of the isolation).

THE CIA INTERROGATES NOSENKQ ABQUT OSWALD

Mosenko was questioned about Lee Harvey Oswald on five
occasions in 1964 -- on January 23 and 30 in Geneva, and on
July 3, 27, and 29 in the U.S. The sessions of July 3 and 27
were of particular interest to this Committee, since they were
detailed and specific about Mosenko's knowledge of Oswald. .
The questions were chronological, and an n;tampt:" was made to
touch all aspects of Oswald's stay in the Soviet Union; Areas
of .i.nqui.r::{ included Oswald's visa applicatiocn and his entry into
t'.h; U.S.S;‘R;: KGB contact with Oswald; Oﬁwuld's raquéal: ‘to remain
.’;.n the U.S.5.R.; the denial of this request and Oswald's R
subsequent suicide attempt; Oswald in Minsk and his job in a
radio factory; Oswald's marriage to Marina; Oswald's attempt to

return to Russia via Mexico City in Ll963.
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The interrogator, an employee of the Soviet Russia Section,

conducted the interviews in English and tape recorded them.
Nosenko related that he was assigned to the Seventh

Department of the Second Chief Directorate when Oswald arrived

in the Soviet Union in 1959, at which time Nosenko's section had
responsibility for cuuni:erintelll.qlenca operat.i.c"ma lga.i..ns.t
American tourists. -

At the time Oswald asked to remain in m.lssil.a, Nosenko
reviewed information the KGB had on the American. Soon after
Oswald went to Minsk, Nosenko was transferred and lost contact
with him. However, he became reinvolved in the case right aftar
the assassination.

Nosenko said that as soon as President Kennedy's assassin
was identified as a man who had lived in the Soviet Union, the
KGB ordered that Oswald's fi;l.e be flown :oluquow and reviewed
to determine whether there had been any contact between him and
Soviet intelligence. Nosenko said further he was aséig‘ned to
the review of Oswald's file. Based on that review, as ﬁll as
his earlier contact with the case, he was able to report
positively that Oswald had neither been recruited nor contacted
by the KGB.

In his July 27 interview, Nosenko was handed a transcript

of a tape recording of the July 3 session. He read each guestion




can be heard clearly

aloud and made eorrections or addirions. He
he tape -~ raading each question and answer, ilnter=

doing se on t
or simply moving on tO the

jecting =right* after most anawers,

- pext gquestion. Occasionally, he elaborates on an answer.

NOSENKQ'S SECOND POLYGRAPH TEST
polygraph examination == in

asked about Oswald. The CIA

at the time of his second

§ -- Nosenko was again

october 136
who had administered the first test

examiner, the same one
concluded Nosenko was lying. although the official Agency-

position naw is that the test was:

=invalid or {nconclusive because the conditions and
circumstances under which it was administered are
considered tO have p:ec].uded an accurate appr.aisal

of the results.”

THE SOVIET RUSSIA SECTION REEORT
ssia Section of the

CIA wrote 2 900-page
jons of Nosenko, ‘though it was

rhe Soviet Ru

report based on its interrogat

frimmed to 447 pages by the pime it was
ng eonclusions:

submitted in February

1963. It came to the followi
( - Hosenko did not serve in the Naval reserve, as he had

claimed.
\ He did not jo
described.

|
fe did not serve in the American

in the KGB at the time nor in the manner he

Embassy section of the

KGB at the time he elaimed.
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He was not a senior cass officer or Jeputy Chiel oI the
Seventh népa:mnt, as he stated he had heen.

4a was aairher Deputy Chief of the American Zmbassy
section nor a superviser ia thac saction.

He was not Chisf of the American-3ritish Commorwealth
saction.

He was not a Jeputy Chief of the Seventh Jeparzment in

1362, as he had claimed.

TYE 1948 REPCRT

High officials of the CIA, ipcludfing OCI ichard Helms,
were awaras of the Naosenko dilemma by tha time the Soviet 3ussia
Section report was being drafted. In mid-1367, a career officer
in the Office ol Security was assigned Lo write a critigue of
che handling of Wosernka.

The offizer 1ad never met Nosanko, butz he had been Zonnectad
with the casa From the outsat. As 2 sacurity oflicer, ne had

been briefed on information ¥osenko had supplisd, and he Rad

devorsd considerzble time and effor: sunning down laads srovilad
by Mosenko and other XG3 defectors.

Althoush he had been close to the Mcsanko case, the
reviewing officer had no zart in the decision £ place him in
isolation or treaz him in a hostile way. The officer has

explained =6 the Zommittee he was opzosed =z the tactie, Ior he
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gele Mosenko had not Seen choroughly debriafed and nis leads had

not been fully checkad.

The secuzity sfficer's lB8-page sritique was directed

primarily at the rapor: of the soviet Russia 3ecticn that listed

reasons Jor doubting Mosenko was 2 bonafide defector. The officer

concluded that Mosenko's bonaiides were s+ill an open cuestion,

the resolutieon of which could only e based on further interviews.

The officer's recommendations were approved, aad in late

1967 he was assigned 2 implement them. mhree members oF the

seviet Russia Saction wers designated o assist him for about
Zour months.

The officer thersupen interrogated sMosenks Izom three tO

sive days a week IoF aine months. FBIL agants were fuznished

rranssripts of rhe leads MNosenko srovided.

ta January 1963, the ofiicer asked Mosenko to writa down
what he knew 3bout Lae Harrey Oswald.

submit=aé, but the oficer never guestioned nosenko 2bout it, and

at no time later 4id Mosenko provice ghe CIA with infcrmasion
about Oswald.

The security officer gradually came te =he conclusion that

Nosenko wWas supplying walid iatelligence ané thaz he was who e

claimed to be, 1sading %o the eventual canclusion that Nosenko

was bognafide. The investigation ended in the summer af 1362,

4 these-gage statement Was Cf
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NOSENKO'S THIRD POLYGRAPH TEST

On August 8, 1968, Nosenko was given a third polygraph !

test. Two of the questions related to information he had t

supplied about Oswald. Nosenko passed. The CIA, when asked
‘ar . by the Committee to comment on the third polygraph, now
states: "This test is considered to be a valid test.”

5. This Committee obtained an independent analysis of ‘the

president of Scientific Lie Detection, Inc. and a member of the

American Polygraph Assocation. In his report, Mr. Arthur

expr d the judg t that the second test, the one in which the 3 :._

i
three polygraph tests given Nosenko from Richard Arthur, ) (
axaminer determined Nosenko was lying, was "the most valid and \
celiable of the three examinations administered to Nosenko.® T

As for the two questions about Oswald in the third test, Mr. : : i
Arthur characterized the first as "atrociocus® and the second as '

as #yery poor” for use in assessing the validity of Nosenko's

nd “w rasponses.

In a report issued in October 1968, the security officer
M ) @. f disputed each and every conclusion of the report of the Soviet
& J\ : fussia Section eight menths earlier. He wrote:

Nosenko is identical to the person he claims to be.
The claimed services of Nosenko in Navy intelligence
(Naval reserve) are adeguately substantiated.
. NHosenko was an officer of the American Embassy section
2 3 of the KGB.
Nosenke was an officer of the Seventh Department and
was its Deputy Chief.
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Hosenko was Deputy Chief of the American Embassy section.

Nosenko was Chief of the American-British Commonwealth
section.

Noseg;:zuas Deputy Chief of the Seventh Department in

INVESTIGATION BY THE CIA INTO NOSENKQ'S STATEMENTS ABOUT OSWALD
—_— e 5 oAl N'S ABOUT OSWALD

The security officer's report, like the Soviet Russia

Section report, paid little attention to the Oswald aspect of }9/7}
the Nosenko case. WNeither attempted to analyze the statements a&i’
made about Oswald. Out of ‘a combined total of 730 pages of % C I ,L?I,
report, only 15 deal with the alleged assassin of President i

Kennedy, - ) ] dJ

The secl.ul'ity officer did reach the conclusion, however,
that Nosenko was not dispatched by the Soviet Government to
give false information to U.S. officials about Oswald, He
listed the reasons for his conclusion in his report:

Nosenko's first contact with the CIA was in June -
1962, 17 months prior to the assassination.

Information provided by Nosenko was not sufficient
in "nature, scope and content" to convince U.S.
authorities of no Soviet involvement in the assassination. =
7 Even if the KGB were involved in the assassination, the
! oviets would assume that U.S. authorities would, in
urn, believe only a few senior officers of the KGB would
be aware of it, and Nosenko would not be one of them.

The Committee investigation developed some additional
points regarding the CIA's attention to the Oswald aspect of
the Nosenko case.
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__S@ ‘Qtﬁ. wW» The CIA employee who interviewed Nosenko on July 3
and 27, 1964, told the Committee in a deposition he was not
an expert on the KGB, nor had he any previous experience with

KGB defectors. He was asked about his knowledge of Oswald,

sinece it was in these interviews that the most detailed .

questicons about the alleged assassin were asked. He replied:

i
i

"I cannot specifically recall having read any files
pertaining to Lee Harvey Oswald. Certainly I had read
and heard a lot about him in the newspapers, teleavision,
and radio. I may have had the opportunity to read some
previous debriefings of Nosenko concerning Oswald,

but I am not sure of that.”

When asked if he aver spoke to Nosenko about Oswald,
the security officer who wrote the 1368 report said:

"No. Well, all I have, you have there (Nosenko's . -

three-page statement). I did a writeup on it. I
didn't see that it seriocusly conflicted with what
we had.™

Q. And did you ever gquestion him about what he wrote?
A. HNo, because I had no reason to disbelieve him.
i} ! Questioned further as to why he did not compare all of

# r e Mosenko's statements on Oswald, he replied: "I did not have

: all the information on the Oswald investigation. That was ib

an FBI investigation.”

g. Well, was it available to you if you had asked the FBI
, for their reports of what Oswald had said to them?
A. It might, under certain circumstances, but in this case
naere, as far as our office was concerned, the Oswald

matter was an FBI matier.



_on Mosenko apd his stcatement

hese statements is tue testimony of

Contcrasted to b
Zormer CIA Dirsctor gichard Helms to the Commitses.
asked LZ "guesticns capceraing Cswald tdid) conszituta a

major facet of tna overall inguizy chat was beiag made of

‘losenka," Helas replied, "Yas, mO guestion about T

THE “ARIEW COMMISSION AND MOSENXQ

The Warzan commission received 731 and CIX raports
———
s about Oswald but chose, ia

jxs final repors, act =9 cafar to them. and while Yosenko

gnass te cestify befocre =he Commigsion,

exprassed 1 wil

he was not callsd as a witness.

gishard Helas rold the Committee le met with Chiaf

Justice Warrea 2 smphasize the cra had not been abla t2

establish Mosenks's sopafides. Helms cautioned Warzan ol

the “contingency a2t maybe the statements chaz ne had made

shout Cswalii's having a0 identifisanian wi=h the X33 wers 9%
accurate,” ané "ihe implicaticn =ha=, {7 na was aot ponaiide

and had come for the Juspose of sovaring up the grzcks of

goviast intelligence, that =his had implications waich should

e weighed on the scales.”



=16-

. J. Lae Rankin, General Counsel of the-Warren Commission,
told the Committee it was his recollection that no one from
the Commission attempted to interview Nosenko about Oswald. i
He recalled further that the Commission &ac:‘.doci it di.r:l not

have experience to make a determination about Oswald's 3
credibility. When asked whether he thought the knowlédlé'e of

the Commission staff about Oswald might provide an advéntaqe

" in gquesticning Mosenko, Rankin replied he didn't believe so.

"He didn't have enough information about Oswald at auy
time to be informed in depth.”

Asked if he believed the CIA had special knowledge of
Oswald, Rankin replied:
"I always had the impression that bhqy knew quite a
bit about the history and that they nppea:ad to know
about as much as we did about his life.”
Q. Were you under any impression as to whether the Agency’
was specifically trying to check out any of the inforni.atina
given to them by Nosenko about Oswald? '

A. I got the impression that they were doing that and were

going to do it carefully.

! NOSEMKQ'S STATUS SUBSEQUENT TO THE 1963 REPORT

The CIA has informed the House Select Committee on

Assassinations of Nosenko's status subsequent to the 1968

report:




Following acceptanca of Nosenko's bonafides in
late 1968, an arrangement was worked out whereby
Nosenko was employed as an independent contractor
for the CIA, effective March 1, 1969. His

first contract called for him to be compensated
at a rate of $16,500 a year. As of 1978 he is
recaiving $35,325 a year. In addition to regular,
yearly compensation, in 1972 Nosenko was paid for
the years 1964-1969 in the amount of $25,000 a
year less income tax. The total amount paid was
5a7,052. He also received in varying increments from
March 1964 through July 1973 amounts totaling
$50,000 to aid in his resettlement in the private
economy .

To this day, Nosenko is consultant to the CIA z.d FBI

on Soviet intelligence, and he lectures regularly on

intelldl

THE HSCA REVIEWS MATERIALS ON NOSENRO

On 1978, the Select Committee began its investigation

of tha Nosenko case. It was granted permission to read all

documents, to interview principals in the case and to question

' Mosenko about his knowledge of Oswald.

The materials reviewed are as follows: g
1. Nosenko's sta ts about Oswald to the FBI --

one dated February 27-28, 1964 and one dated March
1-4, 1964 (the Committee reviewed the FBI reports
of the interviews only, since no tapes, transcripts,

or notes presently exist). ) B
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Tapes and transcripts of statements by Nosenko ko
the CIA about Oswald on January 23 and 30, 1964 and
July 2, 27, and 29, 19564.
The Soviet Russia Section report of February 1968,
The Security Officer’'s critique of the handling of
the NWosenko case, dated June 19, 1967.
The security officer’'s report, dated October 1968.
A report w!.l:tenl.i..n 1976 by a retired CIA official
who documented internal problems at the CIA over
the MNosenko controversy. .
All CIA files on Wosenko which dealt with Oswald
or the Kennedy assassination.

FBI files on Nosenko which dealt with Oswald or
Ehe Kennedy assassination. -
The three-page statement on é:uald written by

Nosenko in 1968.

Statements taken by the Committee are as follows:

1.

The security officer was inferviewed on two occasions,
on the sacond of which he gave a l93-page sworn
deposition. !

The two KGB defectors who preceded Nosenko. T

The Chief of the Soviet Russia Section from 1963

to 1968, who gave a sworn depositiom.
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The member of the Soviet Aussia Section who inter=

viewed Mosenko on July 3, 27 and 29, L964 gave

a sworn deposition.

5. an F3I agent who was present at all FBI interviews
of Nosanko gave a sworn deposition.

§. Richard Helms, CIA Director from 1966 to 13973,

7. Yuri liosenko, interviewed on three ‘occasions, on the

third of which he gave 2 sworn deposition; also

heard in two executive session hearings of the

Select Committes.

NCSENKO'S STATEMENTS TO THI COMMITTEZ A30QUT OSWALD

on each af three occasions that the Committes guesticned
hﬁ. x.osaﬁlh-: recitad the following storv: -

He first becams aware of Oswald in the Zfall of 1359,
when a subordinate named Rastzusia said an American tourist

named Oswald desired s delsct to the.Soviet Union.

. Mosenko asked what information the XG3 had on Oswald
and was coid they hagé '.:..e cusa“!.ama;.c ne had filled out when
he entersd the csuntry, his visa application :md raports Irom
interpreters, intourist guidas and hotel ;e:sar-l_nel. None of
these sources, according to Josenka, indicatad Oswald could be

of any lntaresc to the XG3.

g}! b»iﬂ?«]ﬂ f
g



41-37L 0 = T8 = 30 Vol. 2

=20~

Based on this information, Nosenko, Rastrusin and their
gection chief reported to the Chief of the Seventh Department
where it was decided to refuse Oswald permission to defect.

Nosenko says neither the American Department of the Second
Chief Directorate, which would have jurisdiction over’'all ’
Americans, or the First Chief Directorate, the intelligence
department of the KGB, would have been interasted in Oswald.
Consequently, they were not notified of his request to defect.

A short time later, Nosenko was informed .that Oswald, on
being notified he could not stay in the Soviet Union, slashed
his wrists in a suicide attempt. MNosenko and his associates
were surprised by this, because Oswald had given no indication
of being unstable.

Nosenko and his superiors concluded that Oswald should
be independently examined by two psychiatrists. Nosenko had
an opportunity to read both reports and said that both
psychiatrists found Oswald to be "mentally unstable.”

While in the hospital Oswald threatened suicide again,
if he were not allowed to remain in the Soviet Union.” The
KGB, its position bolstered by the findings of the psychiatrists,
"washed Lt; hands" of the matter. ;

Nosenko does rot know who made it, but a decision came
down to .allow Oswald to remain in Russia, though he wasn't




granted citizenship. A significant factor, says Wosenko, was

the fear Oswald would kill himself, and the KGB would be

accused of the murder of an American tourist at a time the

Kremlin was trying to reduce East-West tensicns.

_ Nosenko learned that Oswald was sent to Mi
In addition to his salary, he was given a

nsk to work in

a radio factory.

monthly stipend of 700 rubles, which Nosenko belisves was

paid by the Soviet Red Cross.

oswald's KGB file was sent to Minsk with a letter to

Minsk KGE to keep Oswald under surveillance but to have no

contact with him. In addition to periocdic physical surveillance

in which Oswald was followed by KGB agents. his phone was

tapped, his mail intercepted. Mosenko explained that the

surveillance, which was to continue throughout gswald's stay

in Russia, was not unusual and was to insure Oswald was not a

Western agent. o

Nosenko says he was trans!a:ré.‘. soon after Oswald went

so Minsk, and he lost contact with the case. Then, in 1963, he
the Seventh pepartment of the Second Chief

t Oswald had applied at

was reassigned to

pirectorate. There, he was informed tha
the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City for & visa to travel to Russia.

gince Oswald had told embassy officials he had previously lived

in Russia, a cable was sent to Hoscaw asking for guidance.
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Nosenko says he personally read the cable.

uasﬁ:ko says he was not aware in 1963 that Oswald had
married and departed Russia, but he recalled the case due to
the unusual circumstances surrounding the decision to allow
Oswald to remain in Russia in 1353.

Nosenko says h; and his department chief advised that
oswald should not be allowed to return to the Soviet Union.

The next time Nosenko became involved in the Oswald
case was immediately after the Kennedy assassination, when he
learned that Oswald was the alleged assassin. On instructiens,
he teleph d KGB headquarters in Minsk, and having been

assured there had been no contact with Oswald while he was in
that city, Nosenko asked that Oswald's entire file be sent to
him in Moscow.

Nosenko was present when the Oswald file arrived at KGB
headquarters a few hours later, having been f£lown in by military
aircraft. He recalls it was a large file -- seven or eight
volumes -- and that he examined the first one, page by page.

It is the critical one, he has told the Committee. If there
had been any KGB recruitment of oswald, evidence of it would have
appeared in Volume One. The other volumes consisted mainly of

surveillance reports and transcripts.




Trom hizs examination af rha firse volume, dasenkd claims,
he can state unequivocally that gswald was never rascruicad by

the KGB. [n fact, he insists, no KGE officer ever spoke with

him.

according o Nosenko's 3wy, the Oswald file was inm nis
gossession for about one-and-a-half hours.

Mosenko's last sncounsers wizh the Cswald casa was 2 Saw

weeks after the assassinacion. A friend foid nim the XG3 had

conducted an investigaticn of gswald's activitiss ia Minsk,

in which it was learnad he had gecasionally sone hunting with

membars of & gun club. 1is Zellow hunters naé considared hid

such a bad shot, they often had to give alm jame.

COMMITTEE IMVESTIGATION OF MOSEMRO'S QSWALD STORY

qosenko spoke o the FAouse Selact Committse on Assassina-

viens on five occasions. puring two 9f these sessions, stall

nembers took notes. In the third, Mosanko gave a IWOEm =

deposition and on June 19 and 20, 1373, Nosenks testified naicra

rhe Committee ia axecutive sessicn. Thare was 0o substantive

variation in Nesenko's -ecounting of the Zacts.

Vosenko has always insisted that the XG3 never had any

contact with Oswald. dHe stated in both 1964 and 1978 that

the ¥GB detsrmined thar Qswald was of no interass to them ané

dié not even bother to interview nim.




And exactly why did no XGB officer aver speak to Oswald
before tiey made the decision about whather to let him d&fect?
We £idn't consider him arn interestiag targec.

When asked i he %new of any other defector who was turned

away because he was uninteresting, llosenko answered, "Yo."

MNasenks saifd ehe XGBE not only did not guestion Oswald

when he asked to defsecsz, Lt also did rot interview hin later,

when it was decided he would be permitted to remain in Russia.

At no time, M¥osenks told the Committee, did the XGB talk o

Qswald,

Q-

H

[

‘law, wWwhen it was determined that Oswald was joing to be
allowed t3 stay in the Soviet Union and live in !iask,
did any KG3 officer speak to him at that time?

Mo, as far as my knowlsdcge, nobedy was speaking with
him.

Way didn't the XG3 speak 59 him thlen?

%GB once said, we don't have intarsss. The same was
reporssd =5 the govarnment, Tust be by the chairman, that
the XG2 doesn't have intersst. XGB didn't want to be
involved.

According to Nosenko, the KGB would have been very

interastad in the fact that Oswald worked at the Atsugi Alr

sase in Japan from which tha super sacrat U-2 spy planes took

232 and landed:




and ia 1959, would tae Soviet Union have been interested
in someone wha served as a radar operator on an air base
where U-2's took off and landed?

A. Yes, siz, it would be very interasted.

3ut Mosenke maintains that the KGB never spoke with
oswald, so that it didn's know that he had any connection with
the 0-2 flights.

The head of the CIA's Soviat Russia Section from 1963 to
1963 was asked bv the Committee i he knew of ccméa:able
situations in which someone was 2ot juestioned, was just lef:
alone, as Mosenko says Oswald was. He replied he did not know

. of any former Soviet intslligence officer or other knewladgeable
source to whnom they nad spoken, who fslbk this would have been
gossible. "I somecne did,” he said, "I never hearé of it.”

In short, Nosenks's Oswald story is as Zollows:

The %Ga, although wvery interes:gd in the 7=2, never -
laarned anvthing about it Izom st:ld; because Lt dida's Xknow
he had knowledge of the aircrafs., Why? 3Hecause Qswald was
never guestioned by the XG3, because the decision was macde that
Oswald was of no intersst to Soviet intelligence.

When it was dacifed Oswald would be sent t3 Miansk, 2 letter
acécmganied nis fils ordaring the Minsk ¥G3 %o place him under
pariodic physical survaillancs aré full-time technical

surveillance, that is, phone tapping and lakter opening.
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Aside from wanting to monitor Oswald as a possible
western agent, the KGB's reason for the surveillance was to
keep track of the identities of his friends and acquaintances.
Nosenko testified that the KGB would have known about Oswald's
acquaintance with Marina soon after they met. (on March 17, 1960,
according to Oswald's diary).
Q. ...If ha met Marina Oswald on March 17, how long would you
estimate it would take before the KGB would know about her?
A. In the same March they would have quite a big batch of material
en her. . )
Surveillance came up later in Nesenke's testimony, when
he said the Oswald file, when it arrived in Mosu:w subsequent
to the assassination, contained seven or eight thick volumes.-
Most of - them consisted of information relating to the surveillance.
Q. You told us about the volumes in the file that were re:u:ﬁc-td
by military plane from Minsk. . ..
A. Right. )
Q. That and the other volumes, did it include all the records
of the phone surveillance and pericdic surveillance...

A. Included, that is why it is so thick file...

.

Nosenko testified that because the volumes in the file
were so thick with surveillance reports, he only had r..i.mu to
read part of the first volume of the file. '

Q. Did you have an opportunity to read the eatire file
at that time (when it arrived from Minsk)?

A. No-sir.




et
s

}XU A. It was simply looking, page by page, #irst part of the
Q.

How much of the file dié you read?

first volume.
pid you go through 2ny of the other volumes?
A. Yo sir.

tpon reading Nosenka's statements made to the FBI and
CIA in 1964, less than a year afser the.assassination, it is
elaar that he éid not inform them of the physical or zechnizal
surveillance which he described to the Committee.

In the éat raport detailing the inzerview witzh Nosenko
in Marsh of 1964, it states that vosenko "cpined that the only
coverage of Oswald during his stay in Minsk consisted of gpericdic
checks at ais place of amplovment, inguiry of aeighbors,
associazes and review of nis mail.”

Speaking to the CIA on July 3, 1964, Nosenko wWas specifi-
cally askad whether there was any skysical or tecaaical su:-—
weillance on Oswald and each time ne replied "No."

In 1964, after stating to she CIA shat shers was ae
technical ané physizal surveillance a2f Oswald, Nosenke made
the following statement upen weing asked whether the KGB Xknew
about Oswald's raslationship with warina hefore they announcec
that they were Soing o be marzied:

A. "They [KG3) d£idn's know she was a friend of Qswald
until they asplied Zor marriage. There was 1o surc<

veiilance on Oswald to show that he knew her.”
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Although in 1978 Nosenko testified that there were
saven or eight thick volumes of documents in Oswald's file
due to all the surveillance reports and that he could not
read the entire £ile because of them, in 1964 he told the
FBI agents that he "thoroughly reviewed Oswald's file.”
There was no mention of saven or eight thick volumes of
surveillance documents.
During the course of the HSCA executive hearings at
which Mosenko testified, he was questiocned about his prior
statements to 'r.he FBI and CIA. He was questioned about his
1964 statement to the FBI in which he spoke c! monitoring of K .
Oswald, such as review of his mail and pnr.i.odic checks at h;s
place of employment, but said nothing then about physical
and technical surveillance that he had testified about before
the Committee. : G
First, the statement was read to him without :‘.dcatitw.ng '
where it came from. MNosenko was simply asked if he had ever i
made such a statement. He answered: l e Sl
"Sir, I cannot tall you what I stated. I was for ¥
guite a big pericdé of time, quite a faw years, :
interrogated, by hours, and in different types 1
of conditions, including hostile conditions...- f
where they asked gquestions in such form which’
later my answer will be interpreted in any wl?-
however they want to interrogate us... .
cannot tell you what I did say. I cannot

remember dates. You must understand, it's
hundreds of interrogations, hundreds.”
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At this poiant, Eae F3L report was inmroducad 4s an
exhibit and shewn t3 Mosankg. Upon reading it, e gifersd

the follawing explanations as =¢ why he did noc call the F31I

about the physical and technical surveillance:
'Mayéa I forget.”
"maybe they didn't pus [T in/."

"Ik's not 9ig deal...nothing impoztans.” refarring

to =he tapping of gswalé's phenel.

Nosenko was shen shown a 1364 stacament as had made

Lo the GIA in which ne stazed thac the %GE 4id not know

atance with Oswald wnsil %

a cogpls

abous Marina's acgual

applied for permission =2 marzy, because "thers wWas o

surveillance an gswald =o show that he xnew ner." When
asked if he esver saild shat, ne responced that ne £id "ot
ramemoer mv Suestions and answers.” Wnea he was shown that

che document which conzained she scacamenz was @ JIA

document, ne 5aid:

I wWas

zixze,

was far as I ramember, cose conditions oI
askeé. B3atcer ask whese I was in shis ges
what conditions I was kept, and what ty?e @l inges
rogacions wers going an.”

This, of course, refarred to the P

1964 to the end of 1967 when NYosenko was xept in solitary

confinemens by the CIA.

Nosankao was then raferzad to his zaszimony the

day, when he was guestioned swout his prior g-ataments o ne

F3I and CIA:
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Q. When you spoke to the FBI about Lee Harvey Oswald,
did you always tell them the truth?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you always tell them everything you knew? -

A. Yes, sir. %

Q. When you spoke to the CIA about Lee Harvey Oswald,
did you tell them the truth?

A. The same, the same.

Q. Did you always tell them everything you knew?

A. Absolutely.

At this point, Nosenko stated that "it's some kind of L .
here misunderstanding on both parts, that would be mine and
interrogator."” When he was asked whether it was an inaccurate
transcript, he stated: "I consider many, many things are
inaccurate.”

He then suggested that the real problem was a failure
to distinguish between a "shorough investigation® on the

one hand and a "checkup” on the other and suggested that his

answer was not incorrect because, "from this point of view
I was answering the gquestion.” A few moments later, he

sajd: “Sure I answered and this was the question...”

Nosenko testified to the HSCA in the 1978 hearings
that after Oswald attempted to kill himself, the KGB
assigned two psychiatrists to axamine him independently.
Nosenko stated that he persr.mai.ly read both reports and each

concluded that Oswald was *mentally unstable.” puring the



A.

course of reciting all he knew about Oswald,

his narrative at one point

knew to be mentally unstable,
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he interrupted
and said:

=Gentlemen, I am sorry, I did not mention one
vitally important thing. When he was in hospital
when he cut his wrist and when he announced that he will
repeat the same if they will not allow him to stay,
it was decided in the Saventh Department in the presence
of me, Chief of Sectiom, Chief of Department to check
him through a psychiatrist. and was given cormand to
Officer Rastrusin to arrange it that psychiatrist
of the Botkin Hospital will check him and at the same
time Rastrusin was ordered to arrange another psychiatrist
from another hospital, independent and they will check
him in different times, not tagether and each will write
opinion separately. I have seen these both reports...
hae&l;heix opinions coincided that Oswald was mentally
uns le."

When Nosenko was gquestioned by the HSCA as to why the

soviets would allow somecne to remain in their country whom they

he responded with the following

explanation:

...Hé was allowed to stay because KGE and Soviet Government

had come to the conclusion that if this person will kill

himself, it will be reaction in newspapers which can in.
any way hurt the starting, the warming of Soviet-American
relations.

The Soviets were worried that he would kill himself in

Soviet Union?

Right, if they would not allow him to stay. E
Nosenko was then questioned as to other alternatives.

taken him and put him on the next

their whole

Could the KGB have
plane out of Russia and thereby ended

problem with Lee Harvey Oswald?
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A. It is a very sensitive question. He can jump out of
car. If he decided, if he is mentally unstable, you
don't know what he will de. .

When the possibility of just taking Oswald to the
American Embassy and leaving him there was raised, Nosenko
stated: “It can be done, sure. It can be done, but it
wasn't done.”

When he was asked why the Soviets would allow a
mentally unstable foreigner to marry a Soviet citizen,
Nosenko responded:

®...in the Soviet Union there is by Decree of

Presidium of Supreme Soviet USSR a law allowing

marriage of Soviet citizens with foreign. A
foreigner can marry a Soviet citizen by the law.”

Nosenko added that the only time the KGB could interfere

with such a marraige is if the Soviet citizen was working
in a sensitive place, like a missile plant.

In statements Nosenko made to the CIA in 1964 with
respect to these psychiatric evaluations of Oswald, MNosenko
gave the following testimony:

Q. Did the RGB make a psychological assessment of Oswald?
A. No, nothing, but at the hospital it was also said he
was not quite normal. The hospital didn't write that he
was mad, Just that he is not normal.
Q. Did the hospital authorities conduct any psychological

testing?




A. I don't think so. There was no report like this. =
Assuming that Nosenko was distinguishing between

psychiatric and psycholagical reports, he never volunteered

ad

that he knew of any psychiatric reports or evaluations.

When gquestioned at the hearing on June 20, 1978
about this statement, Nosenko said that he did net
"know whether it is correct or wrong." WNosenko was asked
whether he ever made a statement like that; he said: "I do
not remember statements for five years, interrogation.”
When he was told the statement came from a CIA report, he
said: "Sir, I do not remember what I said to them; but
I would like you to find out the conditions in which
interrogations were done, how it was done, by what
procedures, when two .i.nl:ermqitn:s are seated..:.one playing
part of bad guy and other good guy, and it started slapping
then, not physically, but I mean psychologically and in
conversation, turning question upside down, however they would
like, then this leave, another one will start in softer way."
Mosenko went on to state: "And I would not trust any of their
documents in those periods of time." A few moments later
he told the Committee that "my knowledge of language was very
poor in '64. I didn't understand many questions...”
Finally he stated: "One more thing -- if we are going inte
this, a number of interrogations, I was under drugs, and

on me was used a number of drugs, and I know that, and
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hallucinations...”

In evaluating Nosenko's objections to his statsment

ared H given to the CIA in 1964, the HSCA considered the following:
1. A swafn deposition was taken from tﬁa CIA
officer who interrogated Nosenko on the date in
: question (only one officer was present on that
ad ' data) . He stated that Nosenko was cooperative
1 do 1 during the sessions, that Nosenko spoke cohersﬁtly

and essentially he understood quite well. He

a8 ' said that when Nosenko did not understand he would

indicate this to the officer. He said that

Nosenko never complained to him of being drugged
i and that Nosenko gave no indication during any of
yving their conversations of being drugged.
ping . 2. The staff of the HSCA listened to a tape.rl:a:ding

of the session, during which Nosenko was questioned

y would about Oswald by the CIA in-1964.

way." 3. The HSCA requested a full accounting by the CIA

£ their of any drugs given to Mosnnko during the years he
er was in CIA Fuxtady. The CIA responded that no

s very drugs of any kind were given to Nosenko in 1964,

and in later years only drugs of a "therapeutic"
inte nature were administered to him.

d 4. The HSCA analyzed the statements made to the FBI
in February and March of 1964, prior to the
commencement of the hostile interrogations to

which Nosenko referred. Relevant was Nosenko's
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