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SUﬁH§$&“J §§§%;) Discussion with Mr. Dulles

Re the NOSENKO Information
on OSWALD

<Q§i Mr. Dulles, with whom I spoke today, T alled
hlS earlier conversation with you on this su qg\and
said that there were still some members of<the\tonmis-
sion who were concerned lest they SUPPLE]S \me>IOSENkO
information now only to have it surf

date. They expressed concern that§$§§§§cou1@f ;§é}bly
prejudice the entire Warren Coqg*u 10 told
Mr. Dulles that this concern waso ers qﬁﬁ% but
that we still felt the best course b fa 1d be to
omit any reference to the NOSEi %0 im: 1on in the
final report. While it is concelvagg hat NOSENXO
might someday be in a position to cldim that he provided
1nformat1on on the KENNEDY assa551nat10n, I said that
the difference between NOSENKO's situation and that of
other bona fide defectors was such that it would be less
likely that NOSENKO would be ‘allowed to surface in this
way. I noted that if the NOSENKO information were in-
cluded as is in the final Commission report and then .
later the facts of NOSENKO's agent mission became public
knowledge, this could have perhaps an even greater nega-
tive affect on the standing of the Commission's report.
The only way for the Commission to avoid this and still
use the information would be for them to indicate that

doubt existe garding the source of the informa 1on.
We would b ed to this because it would si
ecL\‘.Lhi':lpa.ls something of how we V1e case

NOSENKO' 56%5
and cou ing about renewed press an c in-
teres E\g{
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es and I then exchan Exsd§§§

Qg; 111t§&§f’f1nd1ng language wh
&

ex;§s‘ e of other,unverifie atz the
NOSHAL asé. This language woul e;mlt» mm1551on
to say 3f challenged in the future \ sue that it

had taken the NOoEWkO information 1nto 0631derat10n in
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N N d§¥§3§2 was agreed that an effort might be made to
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port but at the same time it would.not be
ed -éé manner which would be at variance with
mgg@ﬁ%?p operational considerations we have raised.

<§g{$‘f%@§§iﬁkh language if Mr. Dulles is again unsuccessful in
7 BRE

§. ing his colleagues to eliminate any reference to
eVNOSENXO information from the report., To attempt
this, however, we would have to know precisely in what
context the Commission intended to make use of the
NOSENKO information. This, Mr. Dulles will have to
determine from Mr. Rankin. He will do this as soon as
possible., He knows that I am leaving this week and

therefore, will contact you as soon as he has the infor-

mation he needs from Mr. Rankin.

4., I have briefed Pete Bagley on these latest
developments and since he and Lee Wigren in my
fully cognizant of all the problems involved, &
work out language for your approval which hqggé

be satisfactory. Mr. Bagley knows Mr, Dué%g;ﬁa

be the most suitable person to work with
this is indicated.




