T 13 2pril 1954

MEMORAIDUH FOR THE RECRD

1. [  called me in at 0900 == showed =s in draft a memorandus
recording his conversation with A13=n Dxlles on Saturday 11 April re CI4 .
assistance to the Warrem Comxission. In essence, the conversation dealt
with gquestions 'nh:.ch ths Warren Co:ai:sion will direct to CIA. Copy
follows? N

2. |7 " bas suggested thzt notiirz further be dome re preparatian

'of an analysis of the OSWAID affzir pendirg receipt of the questions from
_ths Commission. Answering thess ms:lom mizkt maks :_t unnecessary to

- prepare an analysis. .

3. | asked that we prepavs, on 2 oriority basis, a reply to
the FEI comuca’c.:u.c_m containirs iwo reparts on thz 05HALD case from
Nosenko, | _ " is handlimg, [ _ and|  _ are to see it in
draft, - . R
P.S. " also returned 6 me the ssveral iiam of Gsﬁa__d. prnductlcn :

borrcwed on 11 April.
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-would have to adait that exceptions are always possible.

3. Ths next gusstion concerned the possibility of
Oswald’'s having been a Seovist agent. 3ir. Bullaes suggasted _
that the Comnission's question on this matiar be phrassd
somewhat as follows: *Im the knowledsze or judgment of CIA
was Les Harvey Oswald an agznt of the Soviet intziligsncs
sarvices or thas intslligencs services of other cozmunist
states at any times prior to 2ZZ Novesbar 1363, or was Oswald
solicited by these intalligsacs szrvices to bascoas such an
agent2” After considsring ihis questicn, it bacame apparant -
that tha proble=m of making a "judgseanr™ as to whsther Oswsld
might have becoae an szent of a comamunist powar was subjact
to ths same difficultiss ws would have =ncountesred if we _

 had' tried. to answer the allagation of CIA affiliatad by

citing CIA®s own procadurss. If CIA, in respending to .the

"judgment™ portion of thes guestiom, wers te say zhat im:... |
light of its knowladge of Scviet Bleoc procsduzass it was '
unlikely that Oswald would have baccse thair agsnz, we

Mr. Dulless and I falt that it would be better te avoid this
and coafins our responss to a preciss statemant of fact..
This statement, in Mr. Dullas® view, could nets that CIA
possessad no knowledge sither gaiasd indspendently or from

ts study of the matarials supplied by the Comaission -
tending to show that Les Harvey Oswald-was an agent of

the Soviet inmtelligsncs servicss, or the services of any
other Communist couniry, or-for that matter of any othsr.
ﬁoﬁn:ltr}'p iz i ) i e T2 2 iR e

- 4. Both qusstions wers discussed individeslly but °
latsr Mr. Dullas suggested that because they wera intere
cennected it would ba better if the Comzission posad thes
in one lettsr to CIA. I agreed that this a=ight bs simplor.

S;+ After covering thsse Quastidns of dirsct intersst

to £IA, Mr. Dulles menticned othsr issues which concermed

the Comaission. He remarked that members of the Comzission
could not undsrstand why CIA had not begunm 2n investigatiomn
of Oswald as soon as it raceived word that he had defacted.
I rnoted that this question had bean discussed with Mr.
Rankin and his staff and therse sessmed to be censidarable

~ _undarstanding of the practical circumstances which made it
“impossible for CIA to undsrtzke such investigation insida

the USSR. I expressed the hope that it wounld not be necessary
fo¥ (LCIA to place mutters of this sort in the public rscord.
Mr. Dulles agresd. - i



 wished to clavify cartain aspecis of the Oswxald case ix.-

" Commission, in askiag us this question, might well forwazd

. mony wWas SO inconersat. that it ould be difficult to-find . .0 I7I

.hission to SuURRAT1IZS the testimonys

!
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JEMORANDUM FOR:. Daputy Dirsctor for Plaas

7y MeMn
SURJECT: .o T'E'n—%s_cussions with Mr. Allsm W. pulles -
N on the uswald Tase s~ 1L A ‘gn;. o

1. At the instructions of the DDP, I vizitad HT. e .

puilas on 11 April to discuss with him certaim questions D . -
which Mr. Dullss f£aals the Harrsh Commission »ay pasa to S
CIA,  Mr. Duliles explained that while the Cesaission.sa TRl

which a rssponse fro= CIA seamed necessary it was not Sure-
Low ths gquasiioas should be possd nor how CIA should zospond
Mr. Dullss hoped that our discussions would anable ‘him:-to-F
adyisa the Comnmission on this matter, He £irs® ralsed the- .
allagation that aswald was 3 CIA agasle - ¥= mentioned. tNC b 1
sources for this accusation. On@ ®as Mrs. Marguerita=i<- R
Oswald, Lee Haxvay Oswald's mothsTr, znd the othsT was- T L.
Marx Lana,.i-irs,.,ﬁswald's_at’.’.omsy.. He suggested that-ths - - .. i
a summaary or pertinent sXceTPTS of the tastimony concerning = -
this matier. He noted, howeveT, that Mrs. Oswald®s testi- o - °

psriinent axceYptsS, phus it would be better for tha Con=

. 2. Mr. Dulles then suggssted that tha r&sponﬂ&";o-this‘
question could be in the for= of SWOTR tastinbny,hﬂfora-the
Commissicn by 2 sanior CIA official or 2 lstter ©T affidavits
Hs Tocalled that the pirsctor of the FBIL had replied b¥ =u-. o L
latter to 2 similar questions In-any evsmi, MTe Dullas: - =~ <°
felt the reply should be straightforward and to ths pointe. ’
He thought languas which made it clear rhat Lee Harvey =-
Oswald was naver an eaployee or agent of CIA would suffice..
e should also stats that neithsr CIA noT.2ayos® acting. .
on CIA's behalf was eyer in contact or conmumication with
Oswald, Mr. Dullas did not think it would be a goed idea

to cite CIA procedurss for agent asssssuent and handling

to shoy that it would have been unlikely for Oswald to have

" been chosen as @ CIA agent to enter Russia. Thers are always

exceptions to every rule and this might b2 nmisunderstood by
aembars of the Cozmission with 1ittls background is activity

. of this sort. I agreed with him that 2 carefully phrasad
denial of the charges of involvezent with Oswald seemed '

nost appropriate.
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6. Mr. Dulles then asked if it werse normal for
the Sovist Government to perz=it a Soviet woman to marry
a forsignsr and then allow har to leave with her husband
shortly afrer the marriage. This question perturbed the
Coazission and they would like to have an answsy. I said
thsz wharsas tha Tesponss could hava some bearing on whether
Oswald was an agent, the proble=z seemed to lie more.in ths
consular field and I suggasted that the best way to obtainm
an opinion on what consiituted “mormal practice” in marriage
casas ip tha USSR would bs to qusstion the Department of
Stats, Mr. Dullses agrsed with this.

7. Mr. Dullas exprssssd his apprsciation for the - .
assistance accorded him and said that he would discuss ths
framing of the qusstions for CIA with Mr. Rankin oa Honday,
13 April. A% this point I did offsr a perseaal opinien im. .
ragard to the way in-which CIA should rospoad. MNoting that -7~
testinony om quasticns such as thess would be difficult to ©
insart in the public recerd, I suggestad that it would be
bsst if thes CIA rssponse were in written form. However,
much will depand om the form in which the squastions are’

- eventnally put to us and I imagime that a2 final decision

can be mads at that time. ; S A

8. At no time durinz thess discussions did Mr, Dulles g'

make any inquiriss about Nesenko and I volumtzered no infor~

mation on. this scove. S
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