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Mr KLEINDid you read it Do you have any recollectionof reading it
Mr NOBENKONo I haven't seen summary
Mr KLEINAre you positive that you didn't see that summary
Mr NosENKOI have seensummariesin the fileof Oswald
Mr KLEINAre you positive you didn't see the summary written by the First

Department after they took the fileaway
Mr NOSENKOI do not remember seeing As I told you I haven't seen it
Mr Kn.EINYou testified that Oswald was considerednormal prior to the time

he cut his wrist and even told us that you were surprised you had no indication
he woulddosomethinglike that

Were you ever asked the following question and did you give the following
answer

"Question In what way was the Oswald case handled differently from cases
of other Americandefectors

"Answer The main difference is that he was not to be allowed to stay He
was consideredto benot normal.

Mr NOSENKOThis is what casesI know whowere staying
Mr KLEINDid you ever say that he was considerednot normal referring to

the period beforehe tried to commitsuicide
Mr NosENK0I do not remember but if I said it it's not right because we

didn't know that he was normal or not normal Up until the moment of he cut
his wrist we started to suspect

Mr KLEINDid you ever say that he was considerednot normal
Mr NosENKoSir I donot remember
Mr KLEINWell if you would have said it would it have been correct
Mr NOSENKONo it would not be correct because he cannot be considered

abnormal We didn't know anything up till he cut the wrist
Mr KLEINYou testified to this committeethat you were present at a meeting

with the Chiefof the SeventhDepartment Chiefof your section Major Rastrusin
at that meeting it was decided that Oswald should not be given permission to
defect Youtold us where the meeting took place told us who was there

Mr NosEN$oRight
Mr KLEINYou told us that Krupnov was not even in the Seventh Department

at that time
Mr NOSENKOKrupnovappeareda little later
Mr KLEINDid you ever tell anyone that on the basis of your evaluation of

Oswald you instructed Krupnov to advise Oswald through Intourist interpreter
that Oswaldwould not be permitted to remain in the U.S.S.R permanently and
that he wouldhave to depart at the expiration of his visa

Did you ever tell anybodythat
Mr NOSENKOSir I do not remember If I said it it was wrong not right be

cause Krupnov started participation only in this case when Oswaldwas allowed
to stay In the moment when Oswald arrived in Soviet Union when he went in
hospital Krupnov was still not in Seventh Department He very soon appeared
later Then it was wrong If I stated it it was wrong

Mr KLEINDirecting your attention to the FBI report in front of you I would
like to draw your attention to page 28

Mr NosENKORight
Mr KLEINBeginningwith the underlined section beginningwith the first "On

the basis in the secondparagraph wouldyou read this
Mr NOSENKO"Nosenkoand Krupnov on the basis of this information con

cluded that Oswaldwas of no interest to the KGB and both agreed that Oswald
appeared somewhatabnormal.

Mr KLEINNot that the secondparagraph "Onthe basis of
Mr NOSENKO"On the basis of Nosenko'sevaluation of Oswald he instructed

Krupnov to advise Oswald through the Intourist interpreter Oswald would not
be permitted to remain in the U.S.S.R permanently and that he would have to
depart at the expiration of his visa and thereafter seek reentry as a permanent
resident through routine channels at the Soviet Dmbassyin the United States.

Mr KLEINDid youever say that
Mr NOSENKOI do not remember saying this It can be that simply misunder

standing and you see this is not transcription from the tape It is I will say a
summary and I do not remember But if I said this it is not right because
Krupnovdidn't participate it in the beginning

Mt KLEINAlsoit says—
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Mr NosENKoIt was participation of Rastrusin
Mr KLEINAlsois it correct when it says in there that you made the decision

and
Mr NOSENKONo I couldn't make decision beingDeputy Chiefof Section
Mr KLEINDoesit say anything there
Mr NOSENKOI couldsay in myopinion yes
Mr KLEINDoesit say anything there about a meetingto determinewhat to do

or does it say that on basis of your evaluation you told Krupnovto do it
Mr NosENKOIt's not right I said only that Krupnov appeared later This

period what we are discussing here was Rastrusin involved decisioncannot be
done on my own being Deputy Chief of Section decision cannot be done even
beingDeputy Chief of Section Chiefof Section at least it must be on the levelof
Chief of Department

Mr KLEINSoit is incorrect is that what youare saying
Mr NosEN$oIt is incorrect and Krupnov—Idonot remember
Mr KLEINYou told us when I questionedyou about the fact that you didn't

tell the FBI that there was physical surveillance the last question I asked youif they would have asked you if he was physically surveilled would you have
told them and yousaid yes

Mr NOSENKOYes sure I will say
Mr KLEINWere you ever asked the followingquestion and did you give the

followinganswer
"Was he physically surveilled and that is referring to Minsk and you

answered "No there was none"
Mr NOSENKOIt was not right because it was order given and he was under

periodical surveillance
Mr KLEINI draw your attention to page 9 of the CIA document in front of

you "Memorandumfor the Record.
Mr NosENKOI donot have it
Mr KLEINThe Michaelsreport I draw your attention to page9
Mr No5ENK0Yes sir
Mr KLEINWouldyou read the first question and the first answer
Mr NOSENKO"Was he physicallysurveilled
"No there was none.
Mr KLEINDid you ever give that answer to that questionMr NosENKOI do not remember it's not right the answer
Mr KLEINI would ask that this tape which is marked "3 July '64 Reel No

66, be deemedmarked for identification
Chairman STOKESIndicate for the record the markingMs BERNINGJFK F-7
[The item referred to was marked as JFK exhibit No F-7 for identification.]
[Material referred to is retained in appropriate files.]
Chairman STOKESWe will recess for about 5 minutes
1[Abrief recess was taken.]
Chairman STOKESThe committeeis backin session
During the recess the witness made a request of the Chair that he be permittedto make a brief statement prior to counsel for the committee resuming

interrogation
The Chair is goingto grant that request and recognizethe witness at this time

for such statement as he wouldlike to make
Mr NOSENKOThank you very much Mr Chairman
Mr Chairman ladies and gentlemen I arrived in the United States in 196412th of February I felt somethingwas goingwrong because the attitude on the

part of the officersfrom CIAwhowas dealingwith me I felt was goingwrong bya number of remarks their behavior Besides I was in a psychologicalprocessIt's a very big thing when you are coming to live in a new country I felt the
country where I was born never mind my defection was strictly on ideologicalbasis but still psychologicallyis very big thing and very serious thingA very short period of time April 4 I was invited on checkupfor the doctorand this checkup turned to be arrest Arrested was in very rude form nobodybeat me physically no but in rude form trying to put dignity of the person ofhuman being down kept in very hard conditions I was smokingfrom 14yearsold never quitted I was rejected to smoke I didn't see books I didn't read anything I was sitting in four walls metal bed in the center of the room and thatis all
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I was hungry and this was the most difficultfor me because how I tried not
to think about food I was thinking about food because all the time I want to
eat I was receiving very small amount and very poor food I was sitting some
kind of attic it was hot no air-conditioning cannot breathe windows—no
windows closed over I was permitted to shave once a week to take showers
once a week

From me were taken toothpaste toothbrush The conditions were inhuman
conditions in this place and later transferred in another place which is now I
know where it was the second place (U.S Government property outside
the Washington area] where certain house and the same very very Spartan
conditions 3% years Besides that on me were used different types of drugs
and sleepingdrugs hallucination drugs and whatever I do not know and don't
want to know

What I want to tell you the arrest was done illegally without due process
of law without—in violation of Constitution which 'was found by the Rocke
feller Commission It wasn't mentioned my name but simply nameless defector
who was over 3 years in extremely Spartan conditions

Interrogations were done sometimes24 'hours not giving me an hour to sleep
Interrogations were in very hostile manner Simply what I would say were
rejected How long I will be why it is without due process no warrants "You
will be eternally 25 years. How long we would want you to keep That is why
I consider all interrogations all materials which concerns this period of time
are illegal and I am not recognizing them and don't want to see them And I
am asking you not to ask questions based on this interrogations including
trying to play the tape during this interrogations For me it's difficultto return
back I passed through hell I started new life in 1969only because I was true
defector I never raised this question with correspondents I never went in
press because I am loyal to the country which acceptedme and I didn't want
to hurt the country

I didn't hurt even to hurt the intelligence the CIA I didn't consider the
whole CIA was responsible Were responsible several people for this Thank
God they are not working there anymore They are out If I will go in press
if I would be telling about these inhumane conditions I will hurt not only the
agencies the intelligence service of the United •States I will hurt the interests
of the United States Who would like to defect reading in what conditions
and what treatment defectors is receiving

Sir I prefer that you be using materials when it was started humane relations
with me which was started at the end of 1967 I still was under arrest but I
was transferred from the extremely Spartan conditions and with me started
to work Mr Bruce Solie who passed through the whole life through all cases
through everything People who were talking with me 'beforewere coming with
what they were told how to approach to me how to treat me They have come
with made opinion before whatever I will say yes or no That is why I consider
it is all unlawful documents in the period of interrogations done by anyone in
CIA up until the end of 1967

Chairman 'Svcass Is there anything further Mr Nosenko
Mr NosnwKoNo sir

[Note The committee granted Mr Nosenko's request and the ques
tioning did not continue.]

II STATEMENT OF YURI NOSENKO MADE TO HOUSE
SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS AUGUST 7
1978

In accordance with a request of the staff of the committee (House
Select Committee on Assassinations) I make the following statement
describing the conditions of my imprisonment from April 1964 till
the end of 1967

On April 4 1964 I was takeai for a physical checkup and a
test on a lie detector somewhere in a house A doctor had given me a
physical checkup and after that I was taken in another room for the
test on a lie detector
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After finishing the test an officer of CIA John has come in the room
and talked with a technician John started to shout that I was a phoneyand immediately several guards entered in the room The guardsordered me to stand by the wall to undress and checked me After that
I was taken upstairs in an attic room The room had a metal bed at
tached to the floor in the center of this room Nobody told me anything
how long I would be there or what would happen to me After several
days two officers of CIA John and Frank started interrogations I
tried to cooperate and even in evening hours was writing for them
whatever I could recollect about the KGB These officers were interro
gating me about a month or two months The tone of interrogations
was hostile Then they stopped to come to see me until the end of 1964
I was kept in this room till the end of 1964 and beginning of 1965

The conditions were very poor and difficult I could have a shower
once in a week and once in a week I could shave I was not given a tooth
brush and a toothpaste and food given to me was very poor (I did not
have enough to eat and was hungry all the time) I had no contact with
anybody to talk I could not read I could not smoke and I even could
not have fresh air or to see anything from this room (the only window
was screened and boarded)

The only door of the room had a metal screen and outside in a cor
ridor two guards were watching me day and night The only furniture
in the room was a single bed and a light bulb The room was very very
hot in a summertime

In the end of 1964 there were started again interrogations by sev
eral different officers The first day they kept me under 24 hours inter
rogation All interrogations were done in a hostile manner At the end
of all those interrogations when I was told that it was the last one and
asked what I wanted to be relayed to higher ups I said that I was a
true defector and being under arrest about 386 days I wanted to be
put on trial if I was found guilty or released I also asked how long it
would continue I was told that I would be there 3,860 days and even
more

This evening I was taken by guards blindfolded and handcuffed in a
car and delivered to an airport and put in a plane I was taken to
another location where I was put into a concrete room with bars on a
door In the room was a single steel bed and a mattress (no pillow no
sheet and no blanket) During winter it was very cold and I asked to
give me a blanket which I received after some tune Except 1 day of
interrogation and 1 day of a test on a lie detector I have not seen
anyone besides guards and a doctor (guards were not allowed to talk
with me)

After my constant complaining that I needed fresh air—at the end
of 1966 I was taken almost every day for 30 minutes exercise to a small
area attached to this cell The area was surrounded by a chain link
fence and by a second fence that I could not see through The only
thing I could see was the sky Being in this cell I was watched day and
night through TV camera Trying to pass the time a couple of times
I was making from threads chess set And every time when I finished
those sets immediately guards were entering in my cell and taking
them from me I was desperately wanting to read and once when I was
given a toothpaste I found in a toothpaste box a piece of paper with
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description of components of this toothpaste I was trying to read it
(under blanket) but guards notice it and again it was taken from me
Conditions in both (first and second) locations were analogical

I was there till November [sic October] of 1967 Then I again was
transferred blindfolded and handcuffed to another location In this
new place I had a room with much better conditions And Mr Bruce
Solie (CIA officer) started questioning me every day (excluding Sun
days) touching all questions concerning my biography carrier in the
KGB and all cases of the KGB known to me I was imprisoned for the
whole 5 years And I started my life in the USA in April of 1969

August 7 1978
NosENKO Y I

III EXCERPTS OF DEPOSITION OF BRUCE SOLIE BE
FORE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINA
TIONS JUNE 1 1978

INTRODUCTION

During the period that the committee was speaking with Nosenko
it was also taking depositions from various officials and former of
ficials of the Central Intelligence Agency One of the first to be ques
tioned was the security officer who conducted the CIA investigation
that determined in 1968 that Nosenko was a bona fide defector This
officer was deposed by the committee on June 1 1978 Part of the ques
tioning concerned the extent of his investigation into the statements
Nosenko made about Oswald and his conclusions about the truth of
those statements Significant sections of that deposition follow

EXCERPTSFROMDEPOSITIONOFBRUCESOLIEBEFOREHOUSESELECTCOMMITTEE
ONASSASSINATIONSJUNE1 1978

Mr KLEINPrior to 1967Nosenkohad been questionedabout Oswald Did you
read any transcripts of his answers relating to Oswald

Mr SoLIEI did not see all of that The interviews concerningOswald I be
lieve were partly done by the FBI and partly done by particularly after April
I think were done by SR I have seen parts of it I may have seen more of it
in 1967-68

Mr KLEINDid you ever compare the different transcripts relating to Oswald
what Nosenko said to the FBI as opposed to what he said in July 1964 as
opposedto what he said in April of 1964 Did you ever do that

Mr SOLIENo In the first place there wouldn't be any transcripts of the FBI
anyway

Mr KLEINWell the statements The FBI had statements
Did you ever comparethat comparethat with what
Mr SoLIENo not wordbyword or line by line no
Mr KLEINWell did youspeak to Nosenkoabout Oswald
Mr SoliE No Well all I have you have there I did a writeup on it I didn't

see that it seriouslyconflictedwith what wehad
Mr KLEINThis writeup that you are referring to is a three-page writeup

the first page beginningwith the word O-s-v-a-l-dunderlined
Is that the writeup that youare referring to
Mr SoLIEYes
Mr KLEIN And how did it come about that Nosenko provided this

information
Did youask him for it
Mr SoLIEThe transcript will reflect I asked him to prepare it in his own

words on a previous day a day or two before
Mr KLEINYou asked him to prepare what in his own words
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I know that the document says something but I want for the record for you
to state what you asked him rather than referring to the document

Mr Sous Whydon't I use the record
Mr KLEINSure
Mr Som The record reflects on January 3 1968 I asked Nosenkoto give me

an accountofeverythinghe did in the Oswaldinvestigation
Mr KLEINAnd is that three-page
Mr Som The memowas prepared in his handwritten form and what you have

here is a typed copyof the handwritten memo
Mr KLEINAnddid youever questionhim about what he wrote
Mr Soils No becauseI had no reason to disbelievehim
Mr KLEINDid you ever comparewhat he wrote to what he had said in earlier

interrogations by either the FBI or by the CIA
Mr Som All of this information was provided to the FBI They would be in

a much better position for that judgment than I would be The information was
available to the FBI

Mr KLEINI understand that they had it so they could have compared it if
they wanted to but did youever compareit

Mr Som I did not have all the information on the Oswald investigation
That was an FBI investigation

Mr KLEINWell was it available to you if you had asked the FBI for their
reports of what Oswaldhad said to them

Mr Som It might under certain circumstances but in this case here as far
as our officewas concerned the Oswaldmatter was an FBI matter

Mr KLEINDid the Oswald matter have any relevance to the bona fides of
Nosenko

Mr Som A factor to be considered
Mr KLEINSothen to that extent wouldn'tit be a CIAmatter too
Mr Sous I fail to see what you are driving at Youare assumingthat Nosenko

was dispatched
Mr KLEINNo that is not correct Mypurpose is simply to determine to what

extent the Oswald aspect of what Nosenkosaid was investigated I have no as
sumption whatsoeverabout him beingdispatched

Mr Sofas That he has no more information from what had beenobtainedfrom
him in various interviewsin 1964 and had beenfurnished to the Bureau

Mr KLEINThat is precisely my question when you made your judgment in
1967 did you compare what he was saying in 1967to what he said in 1964 Did
you knowwhat he said in 1964

Mr Som There was no conflictas far as I was aware of
Mr KLEINThat was my question
Mr Som Asfar as I am aware of
Now again the Oswald investigation I don't know the extent of it This

onlyconcernsonelittle aspect of Oswald'slife
Mr KLEINDid you ever have an opportunity to compare all the statements

made by Nosenkoabout Lee Harvey Oswaldbeginning1962or 1964 wheneverhe
was first—well actually not 1962 in 1964 up to the statembnt which he wrote
out for youin 1968 Is that whenthis statement was written

Mr Sous I think about the first of January
Mr KI•EINDid you ever have an opportunity to compare all prior statements

with this statement
Mr Som No I wouldn't say all prior no
Mr KLEUIAfter Nosenkowrote this account of his contact with Oswald and

his knowledgeof Oswald was he questionedby you about what he had written
Mr Som No
Mr KLam Was he questionedby anybody to your knowledge
Mr SoLIEI don't recall whether at a later date the FBI may have touched

on Oswaldwith him It is possible but that wouldhave been at a later date
Mr KLEINFor your report your 1968report he was not qubstioned
Mr Som Yes

s s s s s s
Mr KLEINDo you believe that Nosenkohas told the truth in what he said

relating to LeeHarvey Oswald
Mr Som Yes I have no reason to disbelievehim Again I am commentingon

my specificknowledge I have not discussed this matter with him I imagine the
committeehas discussedthis in detail with him I imagine—
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Mr KLEINConsideringthe fact that you haven't discussed it with Nosenko
would it be fair to say and if not correct me would it be fair to say that you
your belief in Nosenko'scredibility as to what he says about Oswald is really
based in your belief of his credibility in all the other aspects which you did check
out as opposedto specificknowledgeof the Oswaldpart of the case

Mr SoLS It has a certain relationship not necessarily—it is not necessarily
conclusive but if the person tells you the truth about—and you can prove it on
this this this and this and you have this oneyou can't quite prove becauseit is
not provable it wouldhave an effecton your opinion Then you should look to see
are there any holes

Mr KLEINWell I am really giving you the converse of this Does the fact
that you know or believe that he is telling the truth on A B C and D did that
more or less lead you to say that you believehe is telling the truth about Oswald
because you really were not able to check out the Oswald aspect of this case

Mr SoLm No I wouldn't quite say that There were other cases you couldn't
quite check out Youhave got to believeit or you don't believeit

Mr ICT.F.TNThen if that wasn't it what specificallyleads you to believe that
he was telling the truth when he told you his account of Oswald

Mr SoLIEWell to make me think otherwise I have got to see someevidence
or someoneto show me that he is not telling the truth You have to have some
contrary information

And I have seen no contrary information
Mr KLEINSoyou start offwith a presumptionthat he is telling the truth and

that has to be rebutted to some extent in order to question his statement on
Oswald

Mr SoLIE Well your opinion of something is you know an opinion is an
opinion Some things are provable and some things are not provable

Mr KLEINI am not trying to get into a word game What I am really saying
is he has got three pages that he has written out and given to you

Mr SoLIERight
Mr KLEINAnd you have told me that you believe what he says and I am

trying to understand specificallywhat you base your belief on that these three
pages are correct

Mr SoLm I didn't have a part in the Oswald investigation I did not talk to
Nosenkoin 1964concerningthe Oswald case or any other case It is regrettable
that this whole situation arises and in 1967we are trying to resolve something
that should have been resolved in 1964 So Oswald was gone over and over and
over in 1964by the FBI and by SR I see nothing that says it wasn't true What
am I supposedto do go over this again point by point by point

Is there anything I have a reason to disbelievehis statement
Mr KLEINBut when you say it was gone over in 1964 the peoplewho were

conducting the interrogations for the CIA in 1964did not believe that Nosenko
was credible is that correct

Mr SoLm Yes
Mr KLEINSo as far as the CIA was concerned nobody had ever said that

Nosenkowas credible when he talked about Oswald
So my question to you is you can't base your belief that Nosenkowas credible

when he talks about Oswaldon what the CIA had done
Mr Soum And the FBI The FBI talked to him too
Mr KLEINAre you saying that you based your belief in his credibility about

Oswaldon the FBI what they found
Mr SoLm No
Mr KLEINLet me make it simpler I am trying to make clear my question

When I read your lengthy report in many areas you go into long discussionsas
to why you have accepteda particular claim by Nosenko why you have accepted
he was a KGB officer why you have acceptedhe is who he says he is and why
you have accepted that he served in a particular department he says he served

And you gave specifics You checked the things out My question is on what
do you base your belief that he is telling the truth about Oswald because I have
read no specificsin the report or anywhereelse explainingthat

Mr SoLmWell tell me what is there that is checkable
Mr KLEINI am not saying that there is I am asking you if there was anything

that was checkedout or if there was anything that was doneat all to determine
whether he was crediblewhenhe spokeabout Oswald
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Mr SoLIEWell this is one of the factors I had to consider in connectionwith
the entire case I have accepted it and I will continue to accept it until someone
can showmesomecontrary evidence not opinion

Mr KLEINOne of the things that Nosenkostates is that the KGB never per
sonally interviewed Oswald They didn't interview Oswald when Oswald stated
he wanted to defect and they didn't interview Oswald when they decided to
allowhim to stay in Russia and sent him to Minsk

In your opinion based on your knowledgeof Nosenko based on your knowl
edge of the Oswald case based on your knowledgeof KGB procedures and tech
niques do you find Nosenko credible when he says they never interviewed
Oswald

Mr SouE The question of what is meant by interview a formal interview
taking him down to the local KGB headquarters if that is what is meant

Mr KLEINWhat I am referring to is a KGB officerspeaking face to face with
Oswald maybe not identifying himself as a KGB officer but speaking to him
under whatever identity he chooses Nosenko says that never happened My
question to youis do you findthis credible

Mr SoLZESpeaking to the best of his knowledge I will have to—I will
accept it

Mr KLEINWhy wouldyou accept that
Mr SoLIEBecauseit couldhappen
Now that wouldn't say that the KGB didn't have a large book on him
Mr 'KLEINWas any work ever done to check out the feasibility of statements

such as this For example checkingto see what the experiencesof other defectors
were whether they ever were debriefed by KGB officers Was that ever done
to your knowledge

Mr SoLIENo not unless the individual had been interviewed for some other
reason but not to checkagainst the Oswaldcase becausethe Oswaldinvestigation
was an FBI investigation

Now whether there have been somewho were in Russia in a proximate period
of time and had been interviewed it is very possible Youwould almost have to
confineyourself to a proximate period of time becausethe international situation
changed from year to year So the comparisonshould be within the approximate
period of time

Mr KLEINNosenkowas given how many lie detector tests to your knowledge
Mr SOLIEThree
Mr KLEINDo you consider any or all of these tests to have been valid
Mr SoLIEI consider the last test to be a completelyvalid test that is the

1968test I would prefer that you be in actual discussion concerning the poly
graph techniqueswith someoneelse from our officebecauseI am not an operator

Mr KLEINI understand that and I will onlyconfinemyself to questionsrelat
ing to how you incorporated the lie detector information into your report

The first two tests you do not consider them to be valid is that correct
!Mr SoLIEI considerthem not only to not be valid to be completelyinvalid
Mr KLEINWouldit be fair to say that Lee Harvey Oswaldwas a minor aspect

of the investigation into Nosenko'sbona fides
Mr SOLIENo
Mr KLEINHowwouldyoucharacterize the Oswaldaspect
Mr SoLIEIt was an important part to beconsidered
Mr KLEIN Do you think that it received the full consideration and the

time and effort to investigate it the LeeHarvey Oswaldaspect
Mr Sou& There was a tremendousamount of investigationdonein 1964
Mr KLEINIf it were to be proven that Nosenkowas not truthful in his rela

tion in what he said about Lee Harvey Oswald would that be significant as to
the questionof whether Nosenkowas bonafide

Mr SOLIEIt wouldbesomethingI wouldhave to consider
Mr KLEINDo you think it is possiblethat he could be lying about Oswaldand

still bebona fide
Mr SoLIEI do not consider that he was lyingabout Oswald
Mr KLEINI'm sorry
Mr SoLIEI do not considerit
Mr KLEINIf it were proventhat he was lying about Oswald do you think that

that wouldchangeyour opinionas to whether he was bonafide
Mr SoLIEIt sure would
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IV EXCERPTS OF DEPOSITION OF DAVID MURPHY BE
FORE THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSAS
SINATIONS ON AUGUST 9 1978

INTRODUCTION

Having heard from Nosenko and from an intelligence officer who
believed him to be bona fide the committee spoke to the CIA official
who had overall responsibility for the interrogation of Nosenko dur
ing the years 1964-67 when Nosenko was kept in solitary confine
ment Among other things he was asked about the reason Nosenko
was placed in solitary confinement about why he questioned No
senko's credibility and about Nosenko's charge that his statements
to the Agency were inaccurate because he had been drugged by the
Agency Portions of that transcript follow

EXCERPTSOFDEPOSITIONOFDAVIDMURPHYBEFOREHOUSESELECTCOMMITTEEON
ASSASSINATIONSONAUGUST9 1978

Mr KLEINWhenNosenkodefectedin 1964 when he came to the United States
was he in the custodyof the Central IntelligenceAgencyat that time

Mr MURPHYI don't want to be cute by saying I believeso I am not exactly
sure of the legal—I mean what his legal status was Insofar as physical facts
he was in the custodyof the IC

Mr KTEnv What division or unit of the Central Intelligence Agencyhad pri
mary responsibilityfor Nosenko

Mr MURPHYThe SovietRussian Division
Mr KT.F.INOfwhichyouwere the Chief
Mr MURPHYYes sir
Mr KLEIN And what year did you leave the Soviet Russia Division
Mr MURPHYBeginningin 1968
Mr KLEIN And up until what year did the Soviet Russia Division have

primary responsibilityfor Nosenko
Mr MURPHYI don't recall the exact time but it was certainly up until the

spring of 1967
Mr KLEINThe investigation by Bruce Soliebegan at the end of 1967 At that

time did the control or responsibility over Nosenko change from the Soviet
Russia Divisionto another division

Mr MURPHYMy recollectionis that it changed in the spring or early summer
of 1967and the responsibilitywas turned over to the Officeof Security of which
Solie was a member

Mr KLEINAs Chief of the Soviet Russia Division did you have the primary
responsibility for what happened to Nosenko And when I say happened where
he was kept what he was asked

Mr MURPHYI was responsiblefor the case
Mr KLEINOK
Mr MURPHYAlthough the case was handled by one of the groups within theDivision
Mr KLEINBut they wouldreport to youMr MURPHYYes

• • s s s • •
Mr KLEINThere came a time in 1964 April 4 I believe when the treatmentreceived by Nosenkogreatly changed in that hostile interrogations began is thatcorrect
Mr MURPHYI am not sure I agree with the formulation of the questionMr KLEINWell elaborate
Mr MURPHYNo the previous pattern of voluntary discussionof issues underconsideration changed and Nosenkowas not permitted to evade questions or todecidewhenhe wouldor wouldnot want to respondMr KLEINCould you describe for us what the pattern was before as far asconditions and how it was changed
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Mr Museas Well the pattern before was one of pretty much permitting
Nosenko to call the shots In other words we wanted his cooperation and we
wanted to discuss these things in a reasonable manner but his preference was
not to sit still for a full day's briefing to want to go out socially all the time
which made it difficultthe next day to continue to work And the most important
aspect I think of the change was the decision to confront him with inconsisten
cies as opposedto taking what he said and passing it on

'Mr KLEINWhat about the day-to-dayliving conditions were they changed
Mr MusPHYWell he was not permitted to leave He was not permitted to

depart
Mr KLEINOther than that his day-to-daytreatment not the actual interroga

tion sessions but his food intake his recreation was that changed at that time
Mr MunrHY I don't think so not that early I don't remember that

s * s s s s s
Mr KLEINSubsequent to April 4 is it correct that Nosenkowas interrogated

by peoplefrom the SovietRussia Division
Mr Mussy That is right
Mr KLEINAnd howwere the particular subareas on which he was interrogated

chosen
Mr Mussy I am not sure I don't know 'Subjectareas This is a guess this is

a recollection but I think the decisionwas made 'basedon what the CIA people
thought offered the best opportunity to get an admission and to break on that
In other words I think it was based on points that they had collateral on By
that I mean other information which said what this man is saying is not the truth
or this man does not knowabout this and therefore let us hit him hard on this
And so it was a fully tactical these were tactical considerationsrelating to pos
session of information in the hands of the interrogators which then offered the
best opportunity to get through and get the truth

One breakthrough it was felt as is normally the case gives you other break
throughs The decisionon what subjects to be interrogated was essentially a fac
tor of the tactics of the debriefing

Mr KLEINWould it be fair to say that after April 4 the subject areas were
determined by a desire to try to catch him to break him as opposedto a desire
to gain knowledgethat would be of use to you in your role as an intelligence
agency In other words knowledgeof the operation

Mr MusPHYThat is an accurate impression The answer is yes because bythe end of April there was a view that the man was not telling the truth that
parts of what he was saying were known to be untrue and that therefore made
no sense and although the reasons for his behavior and his statements were
not clear it made no sense then it did not appear to make sense to accept as
valid any data he might provide unless you could be sure that that data was in
fact correct and there were so many doubts about this leaving aside the moti
vation for it the contradictions or the way in which he presented it that the
information was not consideredacceptable

s s s s s s s
Mr KLEINWereyou aware of the substanceof what Nosenkohad to say about

Oswald
Mr MURPHYFrom the very first I mean whenhe first said it back in Februaryor March
Mr KLEINDoyou recall nowthe substanceof it
Mr MURPHYNo not exactly anything I said would be polluted by so much

back and forth I know that the thrust of the message was that Oswald was
never of interest to the Soviet Intelligence Services that he was never debriefed
by them and I can guarantee that because I was personally involved in the
affair There is moredetail but I can't really pin it down

Mr KLEINDid you accept this statement by Nosenko
Mr MURPHYI did not I did not believe that it would be possible for the

Soviet Intelligence Services to have remained indifferent to the arrival in 1959
in Moscowof a former Marine radar operator who had served at what was an
active U-2 operational base I found that to be strange It was only later I thinkthat as the Nosenko case and its other ramifications began to emerge that it
seemedto methat the Oswaldstory becameevenmoreunusual

I think I mentionedthe other day it seemsto me almost to have beentacked on
or to have been added as though it didn't seem to be part of the real body of
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the other things that he had to say many of which were true You understand
that Nosenkowas—muchof what he said was true

Mr KLEINYouare talking about other areas
Mr Mussy Yes sir This one seemedto be tacked on and didn't have much

relationship and it seemedto be so totally dependenton not just one coincidence
but a whole series of coincidences for him to have been there and all that sort
of thing That is what I mean

s s s s s s s
Mr KLEINDo you recall any other specificsabout what you could not accept

in Nosenko'sstatements about Oswald
Mr MURPHYYes that they just—this is part of the first one—nocontact was

ever made that he went up to Minskand lived happily and well with no contact
The Soviet Union with foreigners don't do that I mean he is the only person
Read the accounts of what happened to this poor gentleman what happened to
Jay Crawford in Moscowand their intensive debriefingof him on the layout of
the AmericanEmbassy It didn't seemto be possible

Now again that doesnot constitute proof doesn't constitute any breakthrough
It seemedto meto be strange

Mr KLEINWould you distinguish betweenfirst the fact that nobodydebriefed
Oswald when he first came to the Soviet Union nobodytried to find out what he
knew as a marine as a radar operator and second the fact that once they
decided to allow him to stay nobodydebriefed him to find out if he was some
kind of a Western security agent or workingfor CIA

Mr MURPHYYes they would be two different points The first point clearly
involvesthe KGB and GRU This is simplya chap arriving with this background
and no one taking the time just from a military intelligence technical point of
view telling us how it workedwhen this thing camein at 90,000feet what did the
blips look like I don't think they had many American radar operators handling
operational traffic involvingU-2's

Mr Ki.Env How would you react to a statement by Nosenko that although
the KGB knew Oswald was a marine they did not bother to question him
and because of that never knew that he was a radar operator or that he
worked at the base from which the II2's took off and landed

Mr MusPHYI think it wouldbe strange
My other point going back to your first question that is the first aspect of

your question which is the initial arrival and lack of debriefing There is no
indication here that the GRU was advised which in the case of a defector
there is no operational interest in a defector GRU would be properly the out
fit that would want to be talking to any marine They will talk to a marine
about close order drill You follow me It doesn't require that he be known to
have been a radar operator or that he be known to have been a—they would
talk to him about his military affiliationjust as we would

I realize that there is a body of thought which says that some people think
the Soviets are 10-foot tall I don't believe they are I think they are very
very very much the other way What I find difficulton the part of many Ameri
cans is that they will not ascribe to the Soviets the same elemental competence
that we have That is all I ask And therefore we in Germany will talk to a
private in the East GermanBorder Guards period The GRII wouldbe interested
in talking to a private He was a corporal in the Marine Corps who had stated
to a consul in a consular office which is manned by the Soviets Soviet locals
and what have you fully accessibleto the Soviets unlike the higher floorsof the
Embassy that he wanted to talk about his experiences that he wanted to tell all
I guess I found it difficultto believethis is one of the things that made or many
other aspects of the case but this is oneof the things that created an atmosphere
of disbelief that there must be something to this case that is important vitally
important to the Soviet Union and we can't understand it

Yuri may be right he may be right but at the time it was very hard to
believe

s * s s s s s
Mr KLEINAnd on the basis of your experience and knowledgegained over

almost 30 years is that what is giving you trouble with Nosenko'sstatements
about Oswald

Mr MusrHY Andother things
Mr KLEINDo you know of comparable situations where somebodywasn't

questioned like this was just left alone as Nosenkosays Oswald was
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Mr MURPHYI honestly couldn't find anyone or I am not aware of anyone
that the division or the CI Staff that is those officers concerned with this
case were handling it directly I don't know of any former Soviet intelligence
officer or other knowledgeablesource to whom they spoke about this matter
who felt this would have been possible If someonedid I never heard of it

Mr KJ.F.TNDuring this interrogation period beginning in April 1964 would
it be fair to say that the questions relating to Oswald and the problems which
you have just been discussing relating to Oswald constituted a major area
for questioningand in interrogating Nosenko

Mr Mum'HYProbaby not
Mr KLEINWhy wouldthat have been
Mr Mussy Because there were many other areas which posedequally inter

esting aspects yet about which we knew much more and which had occurred
abroad and involved collateral knowledge which obviously is not easy for us
to obtain in the Soviet Union

Mr KLEINWho in the Soviet Russia division made the decision as to who
would question Nosenko subsequent to April 4

Mr MuarHY [CIAemployee] chiefof the group
Mr KLEINAnd do you know of any criteria that he used to pick his inter

rogators
Mr MuspHY Someknowledgeof Russian as Nosenko'sEnglish was not good

the fact that he had been exposed Well that is one of the aspects of the CIA
interrogation You try not to use too many peoplebecause you then lose In the
first place you are dealing with a potentially hostile guy who is liable to go
back to the Soviet Union or return to the other side and so you don't want to
expose too many officers plus the fact it is not a good idea to simplybring a lot
of peoplein You have to have peoplewho studied the case and becamein depth
know it in depth and therefore so they use the officersthat they had available
and there were a variety of criteria

Mr KLEINAs I mentionedto you in our conversationsabout a week ago it is
our information that the person who interrogated Nosenko about the Oswald
matter had no background whatsoever in Oswald he didn't know anything
about Oswald's background or really about Oswald at all Is there any reason
that such a person would be used that you can tell us

Mr MuspHYI am not sure I understand I thought the point was that he had
he was not a man of a lot of background in the CI debriefingsor interrogations
I wasn't sure of the point he didn't know about Oswald I am not sure very
many of us knew very much about Oswald than was available at the time

Mr KLEINTwopoints
Mr MURPHYThe reason that the chap was chosenwas because he was level

headed extremely toughminded and was going to be with the case for the
long pull He was not going to be changed That is why he was used And his
career since then has borne out the judgment of many he is a very goodofficer

Mr KLEINBut wouldn't
Mr MURPHYI don't know that he didn't that he wasn't what you are saying

he knew nothing at all about Oswald'scase I find that difficultto believe But I
don't know

Mr KLEINWell if I asked you to consider a hypothetical situation where I
told you the officerwho interrogated Oswald knew nothing about Oswald other
than what he learned from Nosenko would you think that was unusual that
they wouldnot if they didn't have somebodyalready whoknew about Oswald at
least given somebodya thorough briefing from A to Z everything that the CIA
knew about Oswald would you think it was unusual that they didn't do that

Mr MuspHY I would certainly think so
Mr KLEINThe secondpart of my question was the other point I made to you

a week ago when we spoke to our knowledge let me be frank we spoke to the
particular officerin a deposition so that our knowledge is gained from that
it is possible that since I have not seen the typed up deposition that what I say
might not be exactly what the deposition says but my recollectionof it is that
he also had little or no prior interrogation experience and my question is would
that be

Mr MURPHYThat wouldn't surprise me because there were very few people
relatively few people in the Division or indeed elsewhere who had a lot of
interrogation experience We hadn't done a lot of very many hostile CIA debrief
ings People who might have been used were probably otherwise either abroad
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might have had experience but I knowit might sound strange There just wasn't
squads and squads of highly trained fluent Russian speaking CI experienced
interrogators

Mr KLEINOne thing I would point out to you is that I have listened to a
number of tapes and all of the ones I have listened to were totally in English
there was no Russian

Mr MURPHYYes
Mr KLEINMyquestion is was the questioningof Nosenkoconsidereda major

operation in the Bureau in 1964
Mr MURPHYIt was an important operation an important case
Mr KLEINAnd yet there was nobody with interrogation experience who

couldbeused to interrogate him
Mr MURPHYI am sure some of the people had interrogation experience I

mean [CIAemployee]himselfhad a lot of backgroundin this field I can't explain
why the officerwhodebriefedhim on Oswalddid not have prior briefingon Oswald
except what I mentioned to you the other day because it was not a thing that
we thought we were going to get through on because we were weak in that
area at that time

* s s s s s s
Mr KLEINWas Nosenkoever givenany drugs
Mr MURPHYNot to my knowledge
Mr KLEINWere there ever any conversations in which you took part about

whether to give him drugs in order to get him to tell the truth
Mr MURPHYThere were many many conversationsall the time about various

things that could be done all the techniques that are known to get him to talk
but as far as I know and in discussions with the medical officerwho handled
the case there was never any decisionmade or any attempt made to use these
becausenone of them appeared to be likely to produceresults and they all would
bevery harmful and therefore not produceresults

Mr KLEINBetween 1964and 1967when you lost control over the case in
those years it is your statement that if any drugs were given to him to get him
to tell the truth you would have known about it and no such thing happened

Mr MURPHYThat is correct
* s S s s s s

Mr KLEINAre you aware that Nosenkowas given a lie detector test in 1964
in April

Mr MURPHYYes sir
Mr KLEINDoyouknowthe result of that test
Mr MURPHYIt indicated he was lying on severalkeypoints
Mr KLEINDoyouhave any reason to believethat test was invalid
Mr MURPHYNo
Mr KLEINAre you aware that he was given a second lie detector test in

1966
Mr MURPHYYes
Mr KLEINDoyouknowthe result of that test
Mr MURPHYSamething
Mr KrRTNAnd do you have any reason to believe that test was invalid
Mr MURPHYNo I believethe operator who gave him the test In 1966was the

sameoperator whogavehim the test in 1964
Mr KT.FaNThat is correct

V EXCERPTS OF DEPOSITION OF JAMES C MICHAELS

AND ALEKSO POPTANICH AUGUST 11 1978 BEFORE

THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINA

TIONS
INTRODUCTION

In a further effort to clear up the facts surrounding Nosenko's claims
that his statements to the CIA should not be used to impeach his pres
ent testimony the committee took depositions from FBI and CIA

agents who were present during the 1964 interviews These agents were
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questioned to determine if Nosenko was drugged whether he was able
to understand the questions and what was the general atmosphere that
prevailed during the interviews Portions of those depositions follow

EXCERPTSOF DEPOSITIONOF JAMESC MICHAELSBEFORETHEHOUSESELECT
COMMITTEEONASSASSINATIONSJULY27 1978

Mr KLEINAre youan employeeof the Central IntelligenceAgency
Mr MICHAELSYes I am
Mr KLEINHowlonghave youbeenemployedthere
Mr MIenAELsSinceJanuary 1956
Mr Kr.FrWI would like to direct your attention to July of 1964 At that time

youwere employedby the Central IntelligenceAgency
Mr MICHAELSYes I was
Mr KLEINAt that time did you have occasionto speak to Yuri Nosenko
Mr MICHAELSYes I did
Mr KLEINWhat was the nature of the conversations that you had with Mr

Nosenko
Mr MICHAELSI was one of the officerswho was assigned to debrief Mr

Nosenkoon his career in the KGB
Mr KLEINHowmanyofficerswereassignedto the debriefing
Mr MICHAELAt that time it was mostlytwoof us
Mr KLEINWhen did you first begin the debriefingof Mr Nosenko
Mr MICHAELSI don't know the exact date That it was in April or May of

1964
Mr KLEINAt the time you began debriefinghim was he already in what we

wouldcall solitary confinementor hostile interrogations
Mr MICHAELSAt that time I would say that he was in confinement The

nature of the talks with him at that time was more debriefingsthan interroga
tion Certainly there was interrogation involvedIn the debriefingbut it was not
a hostile interrogation

Mr KLEINWhat division were you in at the time you began speaking to Mr
Nosenko What divisionof the CIA that is

Mr MICHAELSI was in what was then called the Soviet Russian Division
Mr KLEINWhowas the Chiefof that Division
Mr MICHAELSThe Chief of the Division at that time was Mr David E

Murphy
Mr KLEINHow long had you been in that Division at that time
Mr MICHAELSI had been in that divisionin headquarters for slightly over 1

year
Mr KLEINPrior to your interviews with Mr Nosenkohad you debriefed any

other KGB defectors
Mr MICHAELI do not believe that I had debriefed any KGB defectors

prior to that time
Mr KLEINPrior to the interview with Nosenkohad you been involvedin any

investigations of any KGB defectors Investigations into their bona fides
Mr MICHAELSI don't recall that I was involvedin any investigation of KGB

defectors I had been involved in the investigation of one East European officer
defector

Mr KLEINAt the time that you began debriefingMr Nosenkowouldit be fair
to consideryouat that time an expert on the KGB

Mr MICHAELSNo I don't think so
Mr KLEINAt that time when you began debriefingMr Nosenkohad you read

filesor done any research in order to increase your knowledgeabout Lee HarveyOswald
Mr MICHAELSI cannot specificallyrecall having read any files pertaining to

Lee Harvey Oswald Certainly I had read and heard a lot about him in the news
papers television and radio I may have had the opportunity to read someprevious debriefingsof NosenkoconcerningOswald but I am not sure of that

Mr KLEINDid you at any time read any FBI interviews with Nosenkopertain
ing to Oswaldprior to your interviewswith Nosenko

Mr MICHAELSI am not sure I may have
• * * * * • •
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Mr KLEINConcerningthe physical appearance at any time did he appear to
have been beaten when you were debriefing him or during that periodMr MICHAELSNo I never saw him at any time that he appeared to have been
beaten

Mr KLEINDid he ever complain to you or state to you that he had been
physicallyabused in any manner

Mr MICHAELSTo the best of my recollection no
Mr KLEINDid he always appear to understand what you would say to him

during your sessionswith him
Mr MICHAELSEssentially he understoodquite well If he did not understand

he wouldindicate that he had not understood
Mr KLEINDid he speakcoherentlyduring thosesessions
Mr MICHAELSYes very much so
Mr KLEIN Would it be fair to describe him as cooperative during those

sessions
Mr MICHAELSYes it would
Mr KLEINDid he ever appear to be drugged during any of the sessions you

had with him
Mr MICHAELSNo he did not
Mr KLEINDid he ever complainof beingdrugged
Mr MICHAELSI don't believe he ever complained to me about ever having

been drugged
Mr KLEINDo you have any knowledgeof his complaining to anybody else

about being drugged
Mr MICHAELSWell I have heard recent comments
Mr KLEINI mean at the time did anything occur which led you to believe

that he was telling the officialsat that point that he was being drugged back
in 1964

Mr MICHAELSMy recollection is that he had explained or stated that he
thought he was being drugged in some fashion on some occasions but I can't
recall that this ever happened as early as the period around July 1964when I
was talking to him about Oswald It may have been sometime later But as I
say I have no recollectionthat heever raised this directly to me

Mr KLEINTo your knowledge he never raised it with anybody until after
the questioningrelating to Oswaldin July 1964

Mr MICHAELSI could not say that precisely because I do not recall it pre
cisely

Mr KLEINTo your knowledge was he drugged at any time while you were
speaking to him

Mr MICHAELSNo he was not Not to myknowledge
Mr KLEINDid he ever exhibit any what we might call symptoms of being

drugged whenyou weredebriefinghim
Mr MICHAELSNo he never exhibited any symptomsthat I would relate to

his having been drugged
Mr KLEINDo you believethat he was hostile to you while you were debrief

ing him
Mr MICHAELSTo mepersonally
Mr KLEINYes
Mr MICHAELSNo I don't think he was hostile to me
Mr KLEINDid he always answer questions that you asked him to the best

of his ability sofar as youcouldtell
Mr MICHAELSI don't recall that he ever refused to answer any question

He would certainly on some occasions indicate that he had no knowledgeof
the matter about which I was questioning him but where he claimed to have
knowledgeit was his normal practice to answer readily and rather completely

r s * $ * * r
Mr KLEINYou have seen two question-and-answertranscripts here todayOne dated July 3 1964 and one dated July 27 1964 To the best of your recol

lection did you have any other question-and-answersessions with Mr Nosenko
on the subject of Oswald

Mr MICHAELSTo the best of my recollection the report that we looked atof the interview of July 3 1964 was the first substantive discussion or de
briefing that I had with Nosenko concerning Oswald I recall the instance ofthe interview of July 27 1964 which was the subject of the second report we
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reviewed I could not say with certainty that I did not discuss Oswald with
Nosenko on other occasions I do not however recall specifically any other
detailed or in-depth interviews with him on that topic

Mr KLEINWould it be fair to say that to the best of your recollection July
1964 that period of time was the only time that you discussed Oswald with
Nosenko say July August somewherein that area

Mr MICHAELSThat is the only time that I recall this type of detailed dis
cussion with him It is possiblethat on future occasionswhen we were together
that I could have been given followup questions specificquestions to ask him
or that mention of Oswaldmay have comeinto discussionof someother topic

Mr KLEINBut you have no recollectionof any other long debriefingsessions
about Oswald

Mr MICHAELSNo I do not
* * s • s * *

Mr KLEINTo your knowledge was there any followup investigation done
based on what Nosenkotold youabout Oswald

Mr MICHAELSI am not aware of any particular followup investigations
that were conductedon the basis of my debriefingof Nosenkoon Oswald

Mr KLEINYoustated that Nosenko'sphysical and mental conditionappeared
constant throughout your debriefings To the best of your recollection would
the description that you have given earlier in the statement about his physical
and mental conditionshold true for these two July sessionswhich dealt with the
subject of LeeHarvey Oswald

Mr MICHAELSYes definitely
Mr KLEINYoudo not recall him at any time appearing druggedwhenhe spoke

about Oswald
Mr MICHAELSNo not at all
Mr KLEINTo the best of your recollection he was cooperativeand friendly

whenhe spokeabout Oswald
Mr MICHAELSHe was quite alert and responsive
Mr KLEINDid Nosenkoknow that you were from the CIA when you spoke

with him
Mr MICHAELSI am sure he did

EXCERPTSOFDEPOSITIONOFALERSOPOPTANICHBEFOREHOUSESELECTCOMMIT
TEEONASSASSINATIONSAUGUST11 1978

Mr KLEINAre you currently a special agent for the Federal Bureau of In
vestigation

Mr POPTANICHYes
Mr KLEINHowlonghave you workedfor the Bureau
Mr POPTANICHAbout27years
Mr KLEINI would like to draw your attention to 1964 Were you working

with the Bureau at that time
Mr POPTANICHThat is right
Mr KLEINAnd what was your job the divisionthat you were in at that time
Mr POPTANICHForeign Counterintelligencethe Sovietarea
Mr KLEINAnd do you speak fluent Russian
Mr POPTANICHI speak Russian Fluency is marred to a degree
Mr KLEINAnd again drawing your attention to 1964 did you have occasion

in early 1964 to interview Yuri Nosenko
Mr POPTANICHYes
Mr KLEINAnd do you recall approximatelywhen you first beganinterviewing

Mr Nosenko
Mr POPTANICHWell probably it was sometime in February 1964 Probably

early February sometime
Mr KLEINAnd for how long a period did you interview him
MT POPTANICHOff the top of my head a couple of months that is all
Mr KLEINApproximatelyhow many times would you say you met with him
Mr POPTANICHWell I think we went out there off the top of my head

twice a week If you figureabout 8 weeks about 16times maybe I can't say that
for sure

Mr KLEINWhenyou say youwent out there what are you referring to
Mr POPTANICHWent to the safe house
Mr KLEINAnd at that time that you interviewed him was he under the

custody of the Cantral Intelligence Agency
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Mr POPTANICHYes custodyor control howeveryou want to put it
Mr KLEINDid you have a particular team of people who would take part in

your interviews
Mr POPTANICHYes There was myself Maurice A Taylor and then there

was Donald E Walter and I think at a later date Walter dropped out and Torn
Mendenhalhelpedout He is retired Sois Taylor

Mr KLEINAndapproximatelyhowlongwouldeach sessionwith Nosenkolast
Mr POPTANICHI think about 2 hours
Mr KLEINAndwere they conductedin English or Russian
Mr POPTANICHThat depends Somewere in English somewere in Russian and

sometimesportions in English and sometimesportionswere in Russian
Mr KLEINAnd were you able to fully understand what he was saying during

these sessions
Mr POPTANICHYes I think that he made sure that I translated If I had any

problems with the translation he made sure I was corrected because he under
stood enough English and we only interviewed him in Russian when he was
irritated that is fully

Mr KLEINAnd by the same token was it your belief that he understoodevery
thing that you were saying or that anybodyfrom our team was saying

Mr POPTANICHOh yes because if there were any questions about his under
standing of English he would ask me in Russian There was no question about
beingmisunderstood

Mr KLEINThere was full comprehensiononbothsides
Mr POPTANICHRight
Mr KLEINDid there comea time whenyou spoketo Nosenkoabout Lee Harvey

Oswald
Mr POPTANICHYes
Mr KLEINAnddoyourecall approximatelywhenthat was
Mr POPTANICHThe only way I can recall is by the date of this memo which

is February 28
Mr KLEINI wouldask that these two memos the first dated February 28 1964

and signed by Mr Taylor Mr Walter and Mr Poptanich the second dated
March 5 1964 signed by Mr Poptanich and Mr Gheesling—Ishould say their
names are typed on these reports they are not actually signed I wouldask these
bemarked for identification

[The above referred to memos were marked as JFK exhibits 1 and 2 for the
record.]

Mr KLEINWe have marked these exhibits 1 and 2 August 11 1978 for this
hearing

Lookingat these two reports sir doyourecognizethem
Mr POPTANICHYes
Mr KLEINWhat are they
Mr POPTANICHWell they are 302'swhich report our interviews with Nosenko

onFebruary 26and 27 1964and March3 1964
Mr KLEINTo the best of your knowledge are those interviews that youhad with Nosenkoabout Oswald
Mr POPTANICHTo the best of my knowledge yes I would say that we prob

ably went out there and interviewedhim on the 26th the first time and then went
back on the 27th and got the information whichverifiedit all and then on March
3 Mary Gheesling who was at headquarters at the time got together with me
and wewentout and reinterviewedhim

s s * s * s *
Mr KLEINDid he ever have an opportunity to see the finished report before

you actually made it an officialreport
Mr PorrANICHI think that he had In order to eliminate any questions asfar as accuracy I think he saw a lot of stuff Exactly what he saw or what thingswe took him but I think anything of importance was gone over with him anddiscussed with him time and time again to make sure we had it accurateMr KLEINIs there any doubt in your mind that the two reports you have infront of you JFK exhibits 1 and 2 of this date are accurate reports of whatNosenkotold you during those interviews
Mr POPTANICHIf these are the reports which were taken out of the file the

original copies of the original which we had typed and dictated on these particular dates as far as I am concerned
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Mr KLEINAs you look through them is there any reason for you to believe
that those are not accurate copiesof your ownreports

Mr PorrANIon No
Mr KLEINWhydon't you lookthrough them
Mr POPTANICHI am not goingto be able to rememberwhat he told me 14years

ago
Mr KLEINOn their face
Mr POPTANICHOn their face they look like they are accurate reproductions

of the 302weused to take and dictate on
On the 28th this appears to be basically the one These were apparently taken

from the same report This lookslike all the samematerial
Mr KLEIN The record should reflect that in the last few minutes you

have had an opportunity to look through the two reports which are marked for
identification

Mr POPTANICHYes
Mr Kr.r.IN So after having an opportunity to look at those reports they do

appear to be your records and it is your belief that these reports are accurate
descriptionsof what Nosenkotold you about Oswald

Mr POPTANICHYes
* • * * * *

Mr KLEINWhen you spoke with Nosenko was there any question in your
mind as to whether he might be under somekind of drugs at the time you spoke
to him not self-administered I am talking about drugs administered say by the
Central Intelligence Agencyin order to get him to tell the truth

Mr POPTANICHNo I couldn't answer that I don't know
Mr KLEINDid you see any indication that that was the case
Mr POPTANICHNo he seemedto be himselfon all occasions

* • s * s •
Mr KLEINDid you have any problemswith his statement that the SovietKGB

was essentially uninterested in an Americandefector who as it turns out could
have given them information pertaining to his work as a radar operator at an air
base from which U-2's tookoffand landed

Mr POPTANICHNot really They had a good intelligencenetwork and all his
information was dated It would be probably useless to them except for propa
ganda purposes If he is plenty unstable or if he had a problemwhere they felt
they couldn't control him or anything they probablywouldnever touch him with
a 10-footpole Wewouldn'tdo it either

Mr KLEINWhenyou say plenty unstable youare referring to the fact Nosenko
told youthey believedOswaldwas plenty unstable

Mr POPTANICHYes that is my recollectidnL
Mr KLEINLookingat the top of page 28 on the March5 1964report just that

first paragraph underlined Is that what you are referring to the reference thereto the fact Nosenkobelievedhe was abnormal and they just weren't interestedin him as a result of that
Mr POPTANICHCertainly if the information he had was dated A lot of intel

ligence is dated and of interest today tomorrow it ain't worth a damn
Mr KLEINDid you essentially believe from whatever knowledge you hadmaybe just your experience as an intelligenceofficer what Nosenkohad to sayabout Oswald
Mr POPTANICHI accepted it at face value He gave it to us We had noreason to not believehim and I accepted it at face value If I was predisposedto have my own conclusionsand I would say to myself I don't think they wouldhave done this or I think the Soviets would have reacted in a different mannerthen I wouldn't believehim and I think this is the wrong premise to start withwhen you are interviewing somebodylike this You have to start with the basic

premise you accept the information and then you go out and you verify it or
disprove it and that is what we did with almost all the information we gotfrom Nosenko

Mr KLEINThat goes back to my earlier question were you able in any wayto do that with the information about Oswald
Mr POPTANICHI didn't work on Oswald after this was it I had nothing todo any more with Oswald information as far as I recollect
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Mr KLEINThese reports are quite detailed Nosenko gives names of other
officersand there is a lot of information in here about Oswald Is it your recol
lection that Nosenkohad a good memory of the entire Oswald case at the time
you spoke to him

Mr POPTANICHWell I think all these guys who comeout have goodmemoriessuch as yours when you leave this job here you will remember a lot of these
things for years to come because you are deeply involved in daily events and
these things becomeingrained to you I think this is the same thing with these
intelligence officers They come over here and they talk to us and they have
excellent memories especially those who were predisposed to defect and theybuild a memory because they want to remember these things

Now in Nosenko'scase if he worked with it I am sure he would rememberit
or anybody had talked to him about it because it was that important because
these intelligence officerssit around and they discuss these things and discuss
them over drinks and get half drunk and that is where you get a lot of your
information

Mr KLEINAlong that line do you recollect that he did have a very good
memoryof the facts in these reports

Mr PoPrANIcHWell I think he had a good memory yes He had a good
memory on a lot of things

VI LETTERS OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY OF
SEPTEMBER 1 1978 AND FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVES
TIGATION OF JANUARY 8 1979

INTRODUCTION

In an effort to resolve questions that remained on the official posi
tions of the Central Intelligence Agency and the Federal Bureau
of Investigation on Nosenko and the nature of the investigations into
the Oswald aspect of the Nosenko case the committee submitted
questions to both the CIA and the FBI The questions and the answers
follows
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LETTEROFCENTRALINTELLIGENCEAGENCYOFSEPTEMBER1 1978

THEDIRECTOROFCENTRALINTELLIGENCE

WASHINGTONDC40303

OfficeofLegislativeCounsel

1 September 1978

Mr G Robert Blakey
Chief Counsel $ Director
House Select Committee on Assassinations
Washington D.C 20505

Dear Mr Blakey

Forwarded herewith are answers to the interroga

tories received at close of business on 28 August 1978

Sincerely

Attachment

p +IML
-~~~ .1*181T F-537

S.D Breckinridge
Principal Coordinator HSCA
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Question #1

Enumerate the name of any drug given to Nosenko and the

date it was administered - including those given for "thera

peutic purposes - from January 1964 to 1968

Drug Date Administered

Zactrin August 24 25 1965

Tetracycline August 24 thru 29 1965

Thorazine August 30 1965

Donnatal August 30 31 1965

Donnatal September 27 1965

Tetracycline December 17 1965

Tetracycline May 31 thru June 6 1967

Antihistamine September 26 1967

Cough Syrup September 26 1967
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Question #2

Describe in detail Nosenko's living conditions from

April 4 1964 through 1968 The description should include

but not be limited to the following

where he lived

the degree to which his movementswere restricted

his contact with other people

his access to radio television and reading

materials such as newspapers and books

the degree to which his actions were "observed

restrictions with regard to his food intake

Answer

Nosenko was confined at a secure location in the

Washington Metropolitan area from 4 April 1964-13 August
1965 From 14 August 1965-27 October 1967 he was confined

at an installation on U.S Government property outside the

Washington area From 28 October 1967-December 1968

Nosenko lived at three secure locations in the Washington

Metropolitan area His movementwas completely restricted

from April 1964-October 1967 From October 1967-December

1968 particularly after December 1967 there was a gradual
relaxation in the control of Nosenko although during this

period he did not have freedom of movement By the latter
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part of December 1968 controls had been relaxed to the

point that he was accompanied to restaurants movie theaters

and other public locations His contact with other people
was limited to Agency personnel only from April 1964

December 1968

Nosenko did not have access to TV radio or newspapers

from April 1964-October 1967 He was provided with a

limited number of books to read from April 1964-November

1965 and from May 1967-October 1967 His reading privileges

were suspended from November1965-May1967 From October

1967-December 1968 he was provided with an increasing

quantity of books and other reading materials Materials

were screened to preclude exposure to current events until

mid-1968 In August 1968 Nosenko was given a TVset

Nosenko was under constant visual observation from

April 1964-October 1967 Commencingin October 1967

though Nosenko remained in protective custody actual

visual observation was relaxed From April 1964-October

1967 Nosenko received a regular diet of three meals a

day Periodically during this time his diet was modified

to the extent that his portions of food were modest and

restricted After October 1967 Nosenko received a regular
diet From April 1964-October 1967 he was under regular
medical observation
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Question #3

Define Nosenko's present and past employment arrangements

with the Central Intelligence Agency Include

the dates and nature of his employment

the services rendered by Nosenko

itemized accounting of all compensation
received by Nosenko

an account of the roles of Richard Helms
and John McConein authorizing Nosenko's
employment and compensation arragements with
the CIA

Prior to Nosenko's defection on 4 February 1964 he was

promised $50,000 for previous cooperation $10,000 for his

identification in 1962 of a particular espionage agent and

$25,000 a year compensation for future services Mr Richard

Helms approved the foregoing on 17 February 1964 Although

no effort was made to fulfill the promise until some five years

after Nosenko's defection the original promise formed the

basis for the eventual employment arrangement and other monetary

remunerations

Following acceptance of Nosenko's bona fides in late 1968

Mr Helms approved an arrangement which resulted in Nosenko's

employment as an independent contractor effective 1 March 1969

This first contract called for him to be compensated at a rate

of $16,500 a year As of 1978 he is receiving $35,327 a year

(see attached annual compensation table for years 1969-1978)
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In addition to regular yearly compensation Nosenko was

paid for the years 1964-1969 in November 1972 in the amount

of $25,000 a year less income tax The total amount paid was

$87,052 He also received in varying increments from March

1964-July 1973 amounts totalling $50,000 to aid in his re

settlement on the private economy (see attached table for

breakdown) The total resettlement figure in effect satisfied

that portion of the above 1964 promise to pay Nosenko $50,000

for previous cooperation

In 197A Nosenko was paid $10,000 to satisfy that part of

the above promise relating to his identification of an espionage

agent Further he was compensated in the amount of $28,500

representing the difference between the $25,000 a year promised
and the actual amount paid to him during the period 1 March 1969

1 March 1975

Since 1969 the Agency has contributed to Nosenko's

hospitalization insurance premiums The Agency has also

compensated him for certain unusual medical and dental expenses
To date Nosenko continues to work as an independent

contractor with the compensation provision being periodically
amended His work for the Agency includes consultation with

both the Agency and the FBI on certain matters of current

interest concerning Soviet intelligence activities and personnel
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both in the U.S and abroad From time to time he is also

consulted by various elements of the Agency on current Soviet

developments and requirements He has been and continues to

be used as a regular lecturer at counterintelligence courses

of the Agency the FBI Air Force OSI and others

Our records do not show that Mr John McConeplayed any
role in authorizing Nosenko's employment and compensation

arrangements with the CIA
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ANNUALCOMPENSATIONTABLE

Effective 1 March 1969 $16,500 a year

Effective 1 March 1970 $18,500 a year

Effective 1 March 1971 $19,500 a year

Effective 1 March 1972 $21,000 a year

Effective 1 March 1973 $22,250 a year

Effective 1 March 1974 $23,750 a year

Effective 1 March 1975 $25,250 a year

Effective 1 March 1976 $26,513 a year

Effective 1 October 1976 $28,103 a year

Effective 1 March 1977 $33,000 a year

Effective 9 October 1977 $35,327 a year

1978 $35,327 a year

RESETTLEMENTFEETABLE

March 1964 $2,000

$8,000 (furniture
and auto)

$25,000 ($20,000 for down
payment on house $5,000
for additional furniture
moving expenses and
other costs incidental
to the purchase of new
home)

$15,000 (balance of
resettlement figure
promised)
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4 On what dates and for how long was Nosenko

questioned by the CIA about Lee Harvey Oswald--from 1964

to present

Mr Nosenko was questioned by CIA about Lee Harvey

Oswald on 23 January 1964 and 30 January 1964 in Geneva

and on 3 July 1964 27 July 1964 and 29 July 1964 in the

Washington area The first four debriefings comprised

the entire working sessions on the respective days the

fifth debriefing occupied the better part of the day but

not the whole day In addition Mr Nosenko was further

debriefed on 3 and 6 January 1968

S WhenNosenko was questioned by the CIA about

Lee Harvey Oswald who did the questioning

Mr Nosenko was questioned about Lee Harvey Oswald

by CIA staff officers with broad experience in Soviet

counterintelligence matters in general and the KGB in

particular

6 What background if any did the interrogator have

in interrogations What knowledge did the interrogator have

with respect to Oswald's background

CIA does not have a separate professional category of

interrogator although it does have activities in which

interrogation techniques are employed CIA operations
officers are experienced in questioning and debriefing

intelligence sources and the personnel involved in this

questioning were intelligence officers with a background
in Soviet and counterintelligence affairs
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7 On the dates that Nosenko was questioned about

Oswald does there now exist or did there ever exist

a tape of the questions asked and

Nosenko's answers

a transcript of the questions asked

and Nosenko's answers

a summaryof the questions asked and

Nosenko's answers

All five debriefings of Mr Nosenko concerning

Lee Harvey Oswald were taped These tapes were furnished

HSCArepresentatives on 9 and 12 June 1978

Wehave been able to locate only a few documents

that may be described as transcripts There are however

detailed memorandaof the debriefings

Summaries of the questions and answers were made

and retained

8 What criteria if any was used to determine

what subjects to question Nosenko about

how much time to devote to each subject
The subjects of the questions that were put to

Mr Nosenko were based on the needs and requirements of the

intelligence community at that time

Enough time was devoted to the debriefing so that

each subject was adequately covered
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9 What significance - with respect to possible foreign
involvement in the assassination as well as to the issue of

Nosenko's bona fides- did the CIA attach during the years
1964-1968 to Nosenko's statements about Oswald

Of course Mr Nosenko's status as a bona fide defector

related to the credibility of what he said And this would

bear on the credibility of what he said about Oswald

Whether he was a bona fide defector was the subject of serious

reservations during the Warren Commission inquiry His state

ments to the effect that Oswald was not a KGBagent were

reported by Mr Helms to Chief Justice Warren but with the

caveat that his bona fides not only had not been established

but were suspect It is our understanding that the Warren

Commission decided on the basis of the stated reservations
not to factor Mr Nosenko's information into its findings

CIA did question Mr Nosenko at great length over an

extended period of time It was unable to resolve

satisfactorily the question of his bona fides until well

after the Warren Commission had completed its work From the

beginning it was obvious that if Mr Nosenko was telling
the truth what he stated about Oswald and the KGBtended to

negate the likelihood of Oswald being involved with the

USSR as a KGBagent in the assassination of President

Kennedy Because of the doubts entertained by CIA about

Mr Nosenko this information was not acceptable for use in

that respect by the Warren Commission
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What significance - with respect to possible

foreign involvement in the assassination as well as to the

issue of Nosenko's bonafides - does the CIA attach today

to Nosenko's statements about Oswald

With the acceptance of Mr Nosenko's bona fides we

believe that the statements he made about Oswald were made

in good faith

If the answer to question 9 is different from the

response to question 10 when did the change occur and why

This question is not applicable to the preceding

questions and answers

What was the CIA's position from 1964 to 1968 on

the question of whether Nosenko is bonafide

What is the CIA's position today on the question

of whether Nosenko is bonafide

The point is that CIA per se did not reach an agreed

position on Mr Nosenko until late 1968 Various persons

within CIA entertained serious doubts about his bona fides

believing in fact that he was a dispatched agent Had the

Agency as distinguished from those employees so concluded

he could simply have been turned back The final conclusion

was that he is a bona fide defector a judgment that has

been reinforced convincingly by 14 years accumulated

evidence
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If the answer to question 12 is different from the

response to question 13 when did the change occur and why
This question is not applicable to the preceding

questions and answers

What was the CIA's position from 1964 to 1968 on

whether Nosenko was telling the truth in the statement he

made to the CIA about Oswald

See answers to questions 9 10 12 and 13

What is the CIA's position today as to whether

Nosenko was telling the truth in the statements he made

to the CIA about Oswald

See answer to question 10

If the answer to question 15 is different from
the response to question 16 when did the change occur and

why

See previous answers

Question #18

Whywere three polygraph tests given to Nosenko

Answer

All of the polygraph examinations of Mr Nosenko
had the same ultimate purpose i.e. to contribute to the
resolution of the question of his bona fides
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Question #19

What is the CIA's position with regard to the validity
of each of the three polygraph tests administered to

Nosenko

Answer

The Agency's position in regard to each test is as

follows

Test #1 (April 1964) This test is regarded as

invalid or inconclusive due to the instructions

given to the polygraph operator prior to the

test According to the report the examiner was

instructed "that the polygraph interview was

part of an overall plan to help break (Nosenko)

regardless of whether (Nosenko) passed his

polygraph test or not he was to be informed at

the termination of his polygraph interview he

was lying and had not passed his polygraph

interview.

Test #2 (October 1966) This test is considered

invalid or inconclusive because the conditions

and circumstances under which it was administered

are considered to have precluded an accurate

appraisal of the results

Test #3 (August 1968) This test is considered

to be a valid test
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Question #20

Whywas Nosenko asked numerous questions pertaining

to Oswald on his 1966 polygraph test and only asked two

questions about Oswald on his 1968 test

Answer

The primary purpose of the 1968 polygraph test was

to assist in the resolution of the issue of Nosenko's bona

fides Although the 1968 test included only two questions

explicitly relating to Oswald it also included other questions

aimed at determining whether or not Nosenko had any secret

mission from the KGB or whether anyone in the KGBwas aware

of his intention to defect If Nosenko was not a dispatched

agent he was a bona fide defector If he was a bona fide

defector he did not have the mission of concealing some

connection between Oswald and the KGB In point of fact

establishment of his bona fides served to reinforce what he

had to say about Oswald--even if some of his beliefs may

have not been precise in all respects
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Question #21

Whoauthorized Bruce Solie to reinvestigate Nosenko's

bona fides

Question #22

Whywas Nosenko's bona fides reinvestigated in 1968

It is incorrect to say that Nosenko's bona fides were

reinvestigated in 1968 As of 1967 the Agency had not adopted

an official position on this question and his bona fides were

still under review as they had been since 1962 In 1967

the DCI Richard Helms authorized an independent review of

the question of Nosenko's bona fides in an effort to resolve

this longstanding issue and selected Bruce Solie to be the

officer responsible for this independent review
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23 Did either the FBI or the CIA have primary

responsibility for investigating Nosenko's statements

about Oswald If neither had primary responsibility was

there any division of responsibility

While the FBI had primary responsibility for investigations

into the assassination of President Kennedy the traditional

division of responsibilities would apply without additional

formal arrangements CIA had primary responsibility for

establishment of Mr Nosenko's bona fides as a defector and

for the investigation of foreign intelligence and counter

intelligence matters abroad The FBI was responsible for the

investigation of domestic intelligence and counterintellige$ce

matters and those matters relating to internal security and

law enforcement

Neither agency had the capability for conducting

investigations in the USSR by way of checking Mr Nosenko's

statements He could be questioned - as he was by

representatives of both organizations
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24 What communication if any existed between the FBI

and CIAwith respect to evaluating and/or investigating

Nosenko's statements about Oswald

A review of CIA's Nosenko/Oswald file reveals that

on 6 March 1964 the FBI Director sent a memorandumto the

Director of Central Intelligence in which the former

requested that the "Bureau be furnished any information in

your possession which would tend to corroborate or disprove

Mr Nosenko's information concerning Lee Harvey Oswald

Attached to the FBI memorandumwere copies of two memoranda

one dated 23 February 1964 and the other dated 4 March 1964

Both memorandawere captioned "Lee Harvey Oswald.

On 28 April 1964 the Agency responded by CI

dissemination CSCI-3/780,996 to the Bureau's request

According to this dissemination Agency files "contain the

following information from Mr Nosenko on Oswald which may

amplify or contradict the information forwarded in reference

A copy of CSCI-3/780,996 is attached This document

appears to be the only one between CIA and the FBI dealing

with the evaluation and investigation of the validity of

Mr Nosenko's statements on Lee Harvey Oswald (A copy of

CSCI-3/780,996 was released as document number 498 in

response to a request submitted to the Agency under the

Freedom of Information Act.)
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23 April 1964

Disector
Federal Bureau of le es_i.g:Ltion

SiuJECT _ Yuri Ivanovich XOSnNLO spion ;c-Russia

1 Reference is made to voar OC.oreodum dated
6 eh 1954 subject rbove file (S) 65-65530 in
which you quested information which would tend to
c.o':roborete or disprove NOSENKO'sinformation concerning
Lee Harvey OSWALD Our files contain the following
;.,fo.eation from NOSENKOon OSWALDwhich may amplify or
contradict the information forwarded in reference

a (1) Source was queried on the OSWALDaffair on
23 Jannary 1964 Source reported that his own
Department was involved directly with OSWALDbecause
OSWALDcame to the USSRas a tourist in 1959 He
had not come to special Soviet attention in any way
until Source's Department received a report that
OSWALDhad asked to become a Soviet citizen It
was iw.,ili.ed that Source himself examined OSY\LD's
request. The KGBdecideto look into OSYALD's
cane lc see if there was any operational interest
which part of the KGBmight have use for hip. and
what nas behind the request It was decided that
OSWALDwas of no interest whatsoever so the KGB
r <co.,:n.endedthat he merely go hone to the U.S as a
returning ouris and there go through the formalities
with the Soviet Embassy of requesting to become a
Soviet citizen OSWALDthen made the drag.'ic gesture
of suicide when he receiv d this response He had
been supposed-to go or a rip with other tourists
but failed to show up.fcr the group At his hotel
it was found that his key had not been turned in at
the desk so it was --.esumed that he was still in his
room The Soviets sent to the room knocked and got
no er so finally they broke the door down are
found OSWALDlying there bleeding tG death Sou--ce
himself was not present this phase of the operation
but merely read e report of it
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ii0d out the onsibility 11-ItOSWALD
da his in if re ;d nlnn the Soviets decided'ld

,o give ! a U .)oea,y resiOaacc ;snit altheugh they had
no int nticn of givieg him Stmict cititensbip Weasked
a:1y he i 'd been s It o Minsk Inc Snnece replied that this
.s in rely by chnee They had not .anted OShALDto stay
in Moscowand Minsk ..as chosen a-bitrarily

Asked ebout Marina OSWALDSource said that she
nea not a confirmed Co:1lunisr and had been thrown out of
the ':oToomel for not paying her cues She had no higher
thonghts than to live a good life have better dresses and
'nch things She was a stupid wonan and had no interest
in improving herself "From the Soviet point of view she
already h-d anti-Soviet characteristics She was not too
smart any-ay and not an educated person.

Finally OSLALDget tired of living in Minsk and
vented to go back to the U.S He bed married Marine and
wanted to take her with him The Soviets decided to let
them go and used Marina's uncle to talk to them and persuade
OsWALDnot to spread anti-Soviet pro?aganda after his departure
The uncle pointed out that the Soviet Governnent had allowed
OSI:LD to live here that he had merried here and the
Covcnntent was going to let his wile leave with him etc

(S) Asked why the Govern]'ant had allowed Marina to
leave Source replied -hat this was perfectly natural
She was legally marric and expressed her desire to leave
,ith her husband tinter Soviet law there is no question
but what she would be allowed to leave

(6) The thrust of Source's account was that neither
OSWALDnor his wife had at any time been of any in crest
nhatsoever to 'Soviet thorities that there had not ever
cep thought given to recruiting either of them as agents

4nd that in fact the Soviets were glad to get rid of
them both

b (1) Du-ing an interview en 30 January 1964 Source
cemmentcd that "doctors examined (OSWALD),and "there
w,re no indications that he was completely a psycho.
During an ensuing discussion of the possible involvement
of the Soviet g verament in the assassination of President
kennedy Source stated "No matte. how 1 may hare anyone
but I cannot speak against my contictiors and e,nce
know this case I could ut esitatingly sign off to the fact
tnat the Soviet Union car.ot be tied into this (as:asnination)
ir any way. He co:tinned that the KGBwas frightened of
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	oeeld tot hove dacseed aoeh met:tea with
	nett the jeeoihility ef eectuitiag JALDwes brooght

ep tbe eas "ehsolerTy eot. The enTy ietolveeeot. ri
iteC aea to tereege for he'-itee eRiiS;.EOV'snet-1e in the

tiler) tat (Co] Ilya RhaSaaOV)to eait OSW:ODnet te epread n:A
- ''Sesiet =rigaeda in the US in tiew o the fact that he had

'eon elleaed o stay in the USSRend wes being allowed to
Seurec co,meoited :hat he eels ea-ate thet the NOBhad no

aehoequeot isoereat in OS'ALDbetoose eflea the eesessios-ion
or the President Source iird to eai;c a ceplete investigetion
eod even sent sr .:al LOBstff pe-seeoel to MinsR to investigate
on the spot "not trostiog cofficiel papers.

1'hen epeeiog of 0SWALD'srequest to return to
the USSR :tierce retlarhed that OSWALD"went to Mexico to
aply for permission to go to the USSR Our peaple as:Led
escow and we said obsoletely not because he is coripletcly
e:esirable there was no interest in bin wheteeever

AsRed his opinion en Cuban involvement in the
esseasination Source tared that he had no ihfoieaation
or this sabject but he did not believe thet the Cuban
government wes involved Pc gave es a reason that if any

rod of seeh iatolveaent had ieeiaidrut Cuhe would have
Otea crushed by the US

This agency has no infermatien which could specifically
corroborate or disprove NOSENKO'sstatements regarding Lee
I;.e-vey OSWALD

The information in paragraph 1.a ahore is based
on notes taken during the first half of the first meeting
with NOSENKOon 23 -anuary 3964 Tae early portion of the
tapes of this eeti.icould not heeiecovored because of the
level of external raise The information in paragraph 1.1i

Inis taken from transcripts-of subsequent meetings in
eddition,,just after his defection NOSENUPdisc hosed the
0SNALDcase on several occasions without adding anything
to the information contained in your Bureau's 4 March 1964
report

FOEThf DEPUTYDIRECTOR70R PLANS

(signed James Angleton)

J;2:ES 1,NOLETON
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LETTEROFFEDERALBUREAUOFINVESTIGATIONOFJANUARY8 1978

January 8 1979

HOUSESELECTCOMMITTEEONASSASSINATIONS
U S HOUSEOFREPRESENTATIVES(HSCA)

This responds in full to a December18
1978 letter to the Attorney General signed by G Robert
Blakey Chief Counsel and Director HSCAwhich asked
that the FBI declassify in toto a Secret September 14
1978 response madeto 16 interrogatories pertaining to
Yuri Ivanovich Nosenkowhich were propoundedby the
Committeein its letter of September 5 1978

Declassification of the September14 1978
response required coordination with the Office of Legis
lative Counsel CIA which interposed no objection to
declassifying certain portions of that response

The Committee's attention is invited to the
fact that CIAdid suggest with regard to the responseto interrogatory number"8 that the FBI ".. maywish
to correct the dates on which the FBI did not have direct
access to Mr Nosenko to read 3 April 1964 until 8 December
1968.

For the convenience of the Committee the
following declassified verbatim reiteration of the
September 14 1978 response is provided
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House Select Committee on Assassinations
O S House of Representatives (HSCA)

This responds in full to the following enumerated
interrogatories submitted for consideration in a letter
dated September 5 1978 to the Attorney General and signed
by G Robert Blakey Chief Counsel and Director HSCA

"L OnwhatdatesandforhowlongwasNosenko
questionedbythe FBIaboutLeeHarveyOswald—
from1964to present

The files of the FBI indicate that Yuri Ivanovich
Nosenko was interviewed regarding Oswald and/or the assassi
nation of President John F Kennedy on February 26 and 27
1964 and on March 3 4 and 6 1964 The FBI files do not
record the specific duration in whole or in part as to
topical discussions of those five interviews however
summarycommunications indicate the February 27 1964 inter
view was conducted on the afternoon of that date and the
March 4 1964 discussion of Oswald occurred at the outset
of an afternoon interview on that date

"2 WhenNosenkowasquestionedbythe FBIabout
LeeHarveyOswaldwhodidthequestioning

The FBI interviews of Nosenko during which he was
questioned about Oswald and/or the assassination of President
Kennedy were conducted by Special Agents (Sits) Alekso
Poptanich Maurice A Taylor and Donald B Walter on
February 26 and 27 1964 by SAs Poptanich and W Marvin
Gheesling on March 3 and 4 1964 and by SAs Poptanich
Taylor and Walter on March 6 1964
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House Select Committee on Assassinations
O S House of Representatives (HSCA)

"3 Whatbackgroundif any didtheinterro
gatorhaveininterrogations Whatknowledge
didthe interrogatorhavewithrespectto Oswald's
background

There are no retrievable FBI statistics upon which
to base a quantification of the interrogatory experiences of
the SA personnel who interviewed Nosenko on the five pertinent
occasions Suffice it to say the techniques of cooperative
and hostile interrogations are integral aspects of the training
and almost daily duties of SApersonnel In that regard it
is noted that during the February and March 1964 interviews
SA Poptanich had almost 13 years of SA experience SA Taylor
had over 31 years of SA experience SA Walter had completed
almost 17 years of SA experience and SA Gheesling had over
13 years of SA experience Further their respective personnel
files disclose the following

SA Poptanich was then fluent in the Russian language
(Nosenko's native tongue) The Annual Report of Performance
Rating dated March 31 1962 noted that SA Poptanich during
the previous twelve months had participated in the interro
gation of a Soviet defector and his knowledge of the Russian
language and mores of the Russian people proved most helpful
relative thereto

SA Taylor on September 11 1962 received an incen
tive award in recognition of the superior fashion his responsi
bilities were discharged over an extended period of time The
Special Agent in Charge (SAC) of the Washington Field Office
in submitting a recommendation for the incentive award
commented that SA Taylor had demonstrated exceptional ability
in the interrogation and debriefing of three Soviet defectors
all of whomwere intelligence officers SATaylor's Perfor
mance Rating for the period April 1 1963--March 31 1964
noted he was recognized as the finest interrogator on the
Soviet espionage squad in the Washington Field Office which
accounted for his assignments to interview Soviet defectors

3
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House Select Committee on Assassinations
U S House of Representatives (HSCA)

SA Walter was the recipient of a personal letter of
commendation dated October 3 1963 from the Director FBI
for his superior work in the handling of a very sensitive
complicated fast moving and highly publicized espionage case
Previously (on November 7 1954) he had received a meritorius
salary increase for his outstanding work on another espionage
case successful interrogation being the key aspect of that
investigation

SA Gheesling at the time of the pertinent Nosenko
interviews served as a Supervisor at FBI Headquarters and
had considerable experience in espionage intelligence and
counterintelligence investigations SA Gheesling supervised
the field investigation of Oswald (from the latter's return to
the United States on June 13 1962 until September 1962 and
from November 22 1963 through mid-1964) He was assigned
exclusively to supervisory responsibilities relative to the
assassination of President Kennedy

While the specific knowledge of Oswald's background
possessed by these SAs at the time of the Nosenko interviews
can be answered only by the SAs themselves SA Gheesling's
prior assignment to supervision of the Oswald investigation
would tend to indicate that he at least was quite knowledge
able of data contained in FBI files concerning Oswald

"4 Onthedatesthat Nosenkowasquestionedabout
Oswalddoestherenowexistordidthereeverexist

a tapeof thequestionsaskedandNosenko's
answers
a transcriptof thequestionsaskedand
Nosenko'sanswers
a summaryof thequestionsaskedand
Nosenko'sanswers

As noted in FBI memorandumdated June 19 1978
captioned as above and which was prepared in response to HSCA
letter dated June 13 1978 to the Attorney General FBI
records searches have-not located any extant tape recordings

4
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or verbatim transcripts of FBI interviews with Nosenko that
concerned Oswald and/or the assassination of President Kennedy
A document has been located which indicates that FBI personnel
did record the February 26 and 27 1964 interviews of Nosenko
among others Since no recordings or transcripts have been
located it can be assumed that the recordings were used by
the interviewing SAs to check the accuracy of their notes
prior to dictating the results of the interviews It is
further assumed that upon verifying the accuracy of summary
reportings of the interviews the recordings were disposed of
since they had served the purpose for which they were made
although no record of such disposition can be found Summary
reportings of the five pertinent interviews are extant and
were delivered to the HSCAon March 21 1978

"5 Whatcriteria if any wasusedto determine
whatsubjectsto questionNosenkoabout
howmuchtimeto devoteto eachsubject

FBI files do not contain a specific enumeration of
criteria used to determine the particular subjects Nosenko
was to be questioned about nor the amount of time to be devoted
to each subject in the questioning

Ni Whatsignificance—withrespeottopossible
foreigninvolvementintheassassinationas well
as to theissueofNosenko'sbonafides(sic)—did
the FBIattachduringtheyears1964-1968to Nosenko's
statementsaboutOswald

The FBI during the years 1964-1968 considered
Nosenko's statements about Oswald to be very significant elements
of his initial reportings the veracity of which had to be
assessed in relation to the totality of information furnished
by him The FBI perceived Nosenko's statements about Oswald
depending upon a subsequent definitive resolution of Nosenko's
bona fides to be the most authoritative information available
indicative of a lack of Soviet governmental involvement in the
assassination of President Kennedy

5
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Whatsignificance—withrespectto possible
foreigninvolvementinthe assassinationas wenas
to theissueofNosenko'sbonefides(sie)-does
the FBIattach todayto Nosenko'sstatementsabout
Oswald

The FBI does not perceive any significant evidence of
foreign involvement in the assassination of President Kennedy
nor does the FBI perceive any credible evidence that Nosenko's
defection was a Soviet ploy to mask Soviet governmental
involvement in the assassination Therefore the FBI is
satisfied that Nosenko reported the facts about Oswald as he
knew them

If theanswertoquestion6is differentfrom
the responseto question7 whendidthe change
occurandwhy

The FBI had no direct access to Nosenko from
April 3 1964 until April 3 1969 and therefore was not in
a position to make an objective assessment of his bona fides
nor of the veracity of information furnished by him Thus
information provided by him in early 1964 was accepted at
face value and qualified in terms of the source and the
conditions under which it was received On October 1 1968
the FBI advised the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) that
based upon a review of material provided by CIA the FBI
found no substantial basis to conclude that Nosenko was not
a bona fide defector however the FBI did not reach any
overall definitive conclusions regarding his bona fides
because of a lack of access to Nosenko and all collateral
information pertinent to such an assessment Effective
May 11 1977 the CIA and FBI concurred that Nosenko was a
bona fide defector based upon an assessment of the
totality of information furnished by him

WhatwastheFBI'spositionfrom1964to
1968onthequestionofwhetherNosenkois
bonafide(sic)

6
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The FBI from 1964 to 1968 characterized Nosenko
as a Soviet defector whose bona fides had not been established

"10 Whatis theFBI'spositiontodayonthe
questionof whetherNosenkoisbonafide(sic)

The FBI currently characterizes Nosenko as a former
Soviet Committee for State Security (KGB)officer who has
furnished reliable information in the past and considers
Nosenko to be a bona fide Soviet defector

"!l If theanswertoquestion9is differentfrom
theresponseto question10 whendidthechangeoccurandwhy

The answer to question 8 is considered responsiveto question 11

WhatwastheFBI'spositionfrom1964to
1968onwhetherNosenkowastellingthe truth in
thestatementshemadeto theFBIaboutOswald

The FBI did not take a position from 1964 to 1968on whether Nosenko was telling the truth in the statements
he made to the FBI about Oswald The statements were acceptedat face value and qualified in terms of the source and the
conditions under which they were received

Whatis theFBI'spositiontodayasto
whetherNosenkowastellingthe truthin the
statementshemadeto theFBIaboutOswald

The FBI is satisfied that Nosenko truthfully
reported the facts about Oswald as he knew them

If theanswertoquestion12isdifferent
fromtheresponseto question13 whendidthe
changeoccurandwhy

7
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As indicated in the responses to questions 7 and 8
the FBI as of October 1 1968 found no substantial basis to
conclude Nosenko was not a bona fide defector as of May 11
1977 accepted a CIA assessment that Nosenko was a bona fide
defector and has not perceived any significant evidence
from 1964 to date that Nosenko reported other than the facts
about Oswald as he knew them

95 DideithertheFBIor theCIAhaveprimary
responsibilityfor investigatingNosenko'sstate
mentsaboutOswald Ifneitherhadprimary
responsibilitywasthereanydivisionof
responsibility

The FBI had primary responsibility for investigating
Nosenko's statements about Oswald that pertained to his
(Oswald's) activities in the United States including the
assassination of President Kennedy The CIA had primary
responsibility for investigating Nosenko's statements about
Oswald's activities abroad

"16 Whatcommunicationif any existedbetween
the FBIandCIAwithrespectto evaluatingand/or
investigatingNosenko'sstatementsaboutOswald

The FBI forwarded a letter dated March 6 1964
from the Director FBI to the Director CIA enclosing
memorandadated February 28 1964 and March 4 1964 cap
tioned "Lee Harvey Oswald, which summarized the results of
FBI interviews of Nosenko regarding Oswald on February 26
and 27 1964 and March 3 and 4 1964 The results of a CIA
interview of Nosenko on January 23 1964 regarding Oswald
were furnished to the FBI in a letter from the CIA dated
April 28 1964 These particular pieces of correspondence
while not setting forth any specific requests or investiga
tive leads were furnished for purposes of evaluation

Where information is not provided it is either
not retrievable from FBI Headquarters files or is not being
furnished pursuant to the Memorandumof Understanding

8
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VII TESTIMONY OF THE DEPUTY CHIEF S.B DIVISION
BEFORE THE HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSAS

SINATIONS NOVEMBER 16 1978

INTRODIICTION

At the committee's public hearings two former officials of the CIA
were questioned about the Agency's handling of the Nosenko matter
One former CIA Director Richard Helms was also questioned by the
committee in an executive session Helms was a particularly significant
witness because he was involved in most of the important decisions
made with regard to Nosenko Basically Helms testified before the
committee that the investigation of what Nosenko said about Oswald
was a thankless job that the CIA did its best to resolve the issue and
that as far as he is concerned the issue remains unresolved

The other former CIA official to appear was Mr John Hart Hart
the author of a 1976 internal CIA report on the Nosenko controversy
and its effects on the CIA appeared as a result of the committee's
invitation to the CIA to send a representative to respond to the com
mittee's staff report A copy of the staff report had been provided to the
Agency prior to the date of the hearings Mr Hart spoke for 1% hours
during which he hardly ever mentioned Lee Harvey Oswald When
asked by the committee to respond to the staff report he responded that
he had nothing to say on the subject since he was not

competent
in that

area On further questioning he did state that the CIA "failed miser
ably in its investigation of Nosenko and in its duty to determine
Nosenko's credibility with respect to Oswald He also told the com
mittee that he personally would advise the committee to ignore any
thing that Nosenko told the committee about Oswald although he
stressed that there was no bad faith on Nosenko's part

In response to Mr Hart's testimony a former official of the CIA
who had been in a supervisory position during the Nosenko investiga
tion wrote a letter to the committee and then appeared before the com
mittee in executive session This official disputed Mr Hart's evaluation
of the CIA's investigation of Nosenko and asserted that the CIA did
a competent job





EXECUTIVE SESSION

THURSDAY NOVEMBER 16 1973

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
SELECTCOMMITTEEON ASSASSINATIONS

SUBCOMMITTEEON ASSASSINATIONOF JOHN F KENNEDY
Washington D.C

The subcommittee met pursuant to notice at 10:20 a.m in room
2359 Rayburn House Office Building Hon Richardson Preyer [chair
man of the subcommittee] presiding

Present Representatives Preyer Dodd Fithian and Thone
Mr PREYER A quorum being present the committee will come to

order The clerk Ms Berning is asked to call the names of those au
thorized to sit on this committee

Ms BERNiNO You Mr Chairman Mrs Burke Mr Thone Mr
Dodd and Mr Fithian will be substituting for Mr Sawyer

Mr PREYERThank you
At this time the Chair will entertain a motion to close the meeting
Mr DODDI would so move Mr Chairman
Mr PREYER You have heard the motion All those in favor will

answer to the rollcall
Ms BERNINOMr Preyer
Mr PREYERAye
Ms BERNING Mr Thone
[No response.]
Ms BERNINGMrs Burke
[No response.]
Ms BERNINOMr Dodd
Mr DODDAye
MS BERNING Mr Fithian
Mr FrrHIAN Aye
Ms BERNINGThree ayes Mr Chairman
Mr PREYER Our witness today the Deputy Chief S.B Divi

sion Mr D C. served as the deputy chief of the Soviet Bloc Division
of the CIA in 1962 at the time of Mr Nosenko's first contact with the
agency in Geneva Switzerland and since that time has assisted in
further interrogations of Mr Nosenko

I understand you have a prepared statement that you propose to
read to the committee and that statement includes a letter dated Octo
ber 11 1978 to Mr Blakey the chief counsel of the committee Is it
correct that you would like that letter to be made a part of the record

Mr D C If you would please
Mr PREYERBut you propose to read the first part of your statement
Mr D C Yes sir

(573)

43-792—79—37
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Mr PREYER Without objection the letter dated October 11 1978
will be made a part of the record

[The letter referred to above follows :]
OCTOBER11 1975

Mr G ROBERTBLAKEY
Chief Counseland Director Select Committeeon Assassinations House of Repre

sentatives Washington D.C
DEARMR BLAKEYI have read the transcript of the testimony of the CIA's

representative Mr John L Hart beforeyour Committeeon September15 1978
As the former deputychief of the CIA's SovietBlocDivision so prominentlyand

so disparagingly featured in that testimony I may be able to help the Committee
to judge CIA's investigation of Lee Harvey Oswald's sojourn in the Soviet Union
as reported by Yuri Nosenko

Specifically I can correct certain misleading impressions left by Mr Hart I
would call to your attention at least twenty errors fifteen misleading statements
and ten important omissions in his testimony many of them pertinent to your
task and together distorting the entire picture

Having beenpubliclydishonoredby unfounded statements before your Commit
tee I ask for the courtesy of an opportunity to comebefore the Committee pub
licly if you are to hold more public hearings to answer not only for myself but
also for the Central Intelligence Agency which has misrepresented its own
performance

I mention below a few of the points of error and distortion leaving many
others to be discussed in person with the Committee My comments refer to the
line numbers in the draft transcript of Mr Hart's testimony and are keyed to the
Committee's twofold purpose as you definedit of evaluating the performance of
the Agencyand of weighingthe credibility of Mr Nosenko

For clarity I have subdividedthese as follows
(1) Effectivenessof CIA's performance

in getting the facts about Oswaldfrom Nosenko
in investigating these facts

(2) Credibility
(a) of Mr Nosenko'sstatements about Oswald
(b) of Mr Nosenkoas a source

After discussing briefly each of these points I will make below a few general
comments on the CIA testimony and will address myself to the matter of
Nosenko'streatment

CIA's Performance in Getting the Facts From Nosenko

The committee staff report describes accurately the CIA's performance in this
particular aspect of its responsibility Referring to the Agency's questioning of
Nosenkoon July 3 and July 27 1964 it says on page 7 that the CIA's questions
"were detailed and specificabout Nosenko'sknowledgeof Oswald The questions
were chronologicaland an attempt was made to touch all aspects of Oswald'sstay
in the Soviet Union. Moreover CIA gave Nosenkoa transcript of his own re
marks so he could add anything more he knew or correct any errors (Staff
report pages 8-9.)

Mr Hart's confusing testimony had the effects of changing the committee's
appraisal Not only giving the Agencya "zero rating on all aspects of this case
he stated flatly that "There was no effort being made to get at more information
he might have. (lines 2848-9) He thus led Mr Fithian to suggest that the CIA
had not even taken "the logical first step of getting Nosenko's information
(3622-8) and led the Chairman to conclude that no investigation of Oswald's
activities as known to Nosenko had been made (4095-8) In this Mr Hart
concurred (4100)

In fact CIA got from Nosenkoall he had to say about Oswald CIA's reports
contained no less than those of the FBI who questioned Nosenkoas long as they
thought they needed to Your committee seems to have been satisfied that in its
21 to 24 hours with Nosenkoit too had got everything he had to say That added
only one new fact about the KGB's voluminoussurveillance reports on Oswald
which contradicted Nosenko's earlier reports and as the staff report notes in
turn contradicted another aspect of Nosenko'sstory that the KGB didn't watch
Oswaldenoughto learn of his courtship of Marina
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Onewonders therefore whether dlr Hart would give your committeea similar
"dismal or "zero rating

In fact of course there was nothing more to be got from Nosenko If there had
been CIA would have gonedoggedlyafter it just as the FBI and your committee
would have Your staff report said that Nosenko"recited the same story in each
of his three sessions with the committee The word is apt Nosenkohad "recited
that story before to CIA and FBI each of whom questioned him carefully and
systematically about it

It is difficult then to accept the new judgment that CIA's performance on this
aspect deserved a "zero. It could only be a result of confusion engendered by
Mr Hart

CIA's Performance in Investigating Yosenko's Reports on Oswald

By alleging general prejudice and misunderstanding on the part of CIA per
sonnel handling this case Mr Hart confused the Committee on the specific
question of CIA's investigation of Nosenko'sinformation

When Mr Fithian asked specificallywhether the CIA had made any attempt
to verify Nosenko's information on Oswald's KGB contacts Mr Hart replied
yes but then interjected an irrelevant statement about a "climate of "sick
think his aim was presumably to leave the impression that even if another
KGB man had confirmed Nosenko's statements on Oswald these dismal ('TA
people wouldn't have believed him (3666) Later Mr Hart hacked off even this
degree of approbation hinting that maybe after all CIA didn't investigate at
all "No such file (showing investigation via other defectors) came to my atten
tion. (4177) But Mr Hart knew very well that no other defectors knew about
Oswald'sconnectionswith the KGB.

The truth lies in the Warren Commissionreport cited in lines 4146-9 that
CIA just didn't have other sources in the KGB or elsewhere in the U.S.S.R in a
position to check Nosenko's story This is not quite the same thing as saying
as the chairman did that "we now know that the CIA did not investigate what
Nosenko did tell them about Oswald in Russia. (4166) The confusion steals
from Mr Hart's testimony

If CIA's failure to have on tap another spy in the KGB who knew about
the Oswaldcase constitutes "dismal performance then that should be so stated
The record as it stands at least in the transcript casts an unjustified slur on
CIA's performancein this particular aspect of its task

By the way the coincidencethat the CIA had even one KGB source on Oswald
in Russia is worth the committee's notice Of the many thousands of KGB
peoplethroughout the world CIAhad secret relations with only one and this one
turned out to have participated directly in the Oswald ease Not only once
but on two separate occasions When Oswald came to Russia in 1959and main
after the assassination when the Kremlin leadership caused a definitive review
of the whole KGB file on Oswald. How many KGB men eoul:dsay as much
CIA was thus unbelievablylucky to be able to contribute to the Warren Commis
sion at all (In view of other suspicions of _Yosenicothe key word in that last
sentence is "unbelievably.")

Credibility of Nosenko'sStatements About Oswald
The committee's staff report ably pointed out the contradictions between

Nosenko's various statements Mr Hart admitted under Mr Dodd's insistent
pressure that Nosenko's testimony about Oswald was "implausible and even
"incredible. (3431 4353 4396) IIe went so far as to recommend that it be
disregarded (3426 3138 3467)

However Mr Hart exhorted you to be'ieve in the rest of Nosenko'sreportingand to believe in Mr Nosenko's good faith (26x6 3252-78 3348-55) In other
words he assured you that Nosenko's incredible and unusable testimony about
Oswald did not come as a message from the KGB but only from the confused
mind of CIA's advisor Therefore Mr Hart would have you disregard it rather
than read it in reverse

iI)efectorsknowledgeableof internalU.S.S.Rproceduresand controlswerequeriedbyCIAconcerningthe wholestoryof Oswaldin the U.S.S.R.and the resultswerereportedIf memoryserves there wnsa third occasiontoo Did not Nosenkohappento be inthe roomin 1963whena cablearrivedin MoscowconcerningOswald'svisa applicationinMexicoCity
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To support this recommendationMr Hart said "I cannot offhand remember
any statements which he has been proven to have made which were statements
of real substance other than the contradictions which have been adduced today
on the Lee Harvey Oswald matter which have been proven to be incorrect.
(3253-8)

But the Committeeonly spoke to Nosenkoabout this one matter Even so the
committee detected no less than four or five contradictions Could this by
extraordinary coincidence be the onlysuch case

When it confrontedNosenkowith his contradictions the Committeeencountered
the range of Nosenko's excuses and evasions—evenbefore the CIA sent Mr
Hart to make these same excuses for Nosenko Nosenkotold the Committeethat
he'd been misunderstood that he didn't understand English that he'd been
under stress drugged or hallucinating He would evade the question saying
3'ou shouldn't ask him what he'd said before but should ask about the condi
tions he'd been kept in Mr Hart's testimony must then have resounded like an
.echoin the Committeeroom

Nosenkoeven told the Committeestaff that he couldn't remember what he had
said before The oddity of this will not have escaped the Committee'snotice It
shouldn't matter what he'd said before he was supposedly talking of things
he'd lived through the KGB files he'd seen the officershe'd worked with If
these were real experiences he need only recall them and his reports would all
by themselves come out more or less the same way each time (within normal
or abnormal limits of memory and personality quirks of which we are all almost
as aware as Mr Hart) As the Committee learned Nosenko's reports did not
come out straight so Nosenko resorted to this bizarre excuse—which makes
the story appear morelearned than experienced

Nonetheless the CIA asks the Committee to take its word that this is the
only time such things happened the only such testimony by Nosenkothat need
be disregarded But this is particularly difficult to accept on such an important
matter The Oswald affair after all was exciting worldwide interest and at
the time of the KGB's file review Nosenko was already a willing secret eel
laborator of the CIA One might expect his powers of retention to work un
usually wellhere Yet it is preciselyon this matter than CIAtells you that Nosenko
was uniquelyfuzzy

What the CIA did not tell the Committee what was bidden behind Mr Hart's
"offhand inability to remember other such bad performances by Nosenko-the
man-of-good-faith was that this performance was in no way unusual It was
simply the way Nosenko reacted whenever he was interrogated in detail on
important matters Not only the contraditions not only the changes in the
story but the excuses and evasions as well all were standard Nosenko

This brings us to the next subject

Credibility of Nosenko as a Source

This is clearly important to the Committee which must decide whether
Nosenko's contradictory testimony on Oswald was an aberration as the CIA
pleaded or a messagefrom the KGB

Here are a few of the errors in the CIA testimony which might affect your
decision

(1) Mr Hart said after having reviewed every detail of the case for six
months with the aid of four asistants "I see no reason to think that he has
ever told an untruth except because he didn't remember it or didn't know or
during those times when he was under the influenceof alcohol he exaggerated.
(3352)

Comment Ten years removed from this case I can still remember at least
twenty clear cases of Nosenko'slying about KGB activity and about the career
which gave him authority to tell of it and a dozen examples of his ignorance
of matters within his claimed area of responsibility for which there is no
innocentexplanation

Never before this testimony by Mr Hart was drinking adduced as an excuse
for Nosenko'sfalse reporting He had no alcohol in his detention during which
be was questioned as Mr Hart reminds us for 292days And not by the wildest
excess of faith or credulity can all of the contradictions and compromisingcir
cumstances of the Nosenko case (none of which oddly enough did Mr Hart
mention) be attributed to Nosenko's faulty memory which Mr Hart seemed
at such pains to establish
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(2) Mr Hart said that the suspicions of Nosenko arose from the paranoid
imaginings and jealousy of a previous defector whom he calls "X Mr Hart
told you that "Mr X's views were immediately taken to be the definitive view
of Nosenko and from that point on the treatment of Mr Nosenko was never
until 1967 devoted to learning what Mr Nosenko said. (2404-29 2488-91)

Comments
It was not X's theories which caused my initial suspicion of Nosenkoin

1962 It was the overlap of Nosenko'sreports (at first glance entirely convincing
and important) with those given six months earlier by X Alone Nosenkolooked
good (as Mr Hart said 2375-9 2397-8) seen alongside X whose reporting I
had not previously seen Nosenko looked very odd indeed The matters which
overlapped were serious ones including a specific lead to penetration of CIA
(not a general allegation as Mr Hart misleadingly suggested on lines 2419-21)
There were at least a dozensuch points of overlap of which I can still remember
at least eight Nosenko's information tended to negate or deflect leads by X

Later our suspicions of Nosenkowere deepenedby concrete matters not
paranoid suppositions and many of these lay outside Nosenko's own story and
hencenot explicablebyhis boasting drinking or whatnot

Mr Hart said that X "was masterminding the examinations in many
ways. (2457) In fact X played no role at all in our "examinations although
he submitted a few questions and commentsfrom time to time The testimony of
CIA on this point is inexplicable its falsity must have been evident in the files
Mr Hart's team perused

It is simply not true that "the treatment of Nosenkowas not devoted to
learning what Mr Nosenkosaid. In the Oswald matter alone the Committeehas
the record of careful systematic questionings in January and July 1964
Similar care was devoted to his other information The results fill some of those
forty filedrawers to which Mr Hart referred

(3) Mr Hart stated "Quantitatively and qualitatively the information given
by Mr was muchsmaller than that givenby Nosenko. (2470)

Comments
This breathtaking misstatement hides the fact that Mr X paranoid or not

provided in the first months after his defection information which led to the
final uncovering of Kim Philby to the detection of several important penetrations of Western European governments proof (not allegation) of penetrationat the most sensitive level of [allied service] and pointers to serious penetrations of the U.S Government

Mr X gave before Nosenko the current organization and methods of the
KGB and it was Mr X who first revealed both of the two KGB operations
which Mr Hart adduced as proof of Nosenko's good faith (See (4) and (5)
below.)

To be charitable to Mr Hart he admitted to the Committee (2434) that he
is "not an expert on Mr X's case. His testimony however suggests that he has
not read the references to X in the Nosenkofiles

(4) Mr Hart stated "Mr Nosenko was responsible for the discovery of a
system of microphones within the U.S Embassy in Moscowwhich had hitherto
been suspected but nobody had enough information on it to actually detect
it. (2328-32)

Comments
Mr X had given approximate locations of some of the microphones six

months earlier Neither he nor Nosenkoknew precise locations but both knew
the mikes were there and both could indicate some specificofficeswhere theycould be found The actual tearing out of walls which Mr Hart describes would
have been done and the microphone"system found without Nosenko'sinforma
tion

Contrary to Mr Hart's statement (2350-3) the KGB would "throw
away already-compromisedinformation to build up a source Mr Hart simplyhid from you the fact that this information was already compromised when
Nosenkodeliveredit

These microphones were all in the "old wing of the Embassy Nosenko
also said and carefully explained why no microphones were installed in the
"new wing. Mr Edward Jay Epstein in his book Legend says that 134 micro
phones were later found there I think this can be checked via the State Depart
ment It would seem to have been CIA's responsibility to tell you about this
once they had raised the subject of microphones to support Nosenko's bona
fides



58

(5) Mr Hart said "A very high level KGB penetration in a very sensitive
position in a Western European government was on the basis of Mr Nosenko's
lead arrested tried and convicted of espionage There is no reason to believe
that the Soviets would have given this information away. (2354–62)

Comments Mr Hart was presumably referring to a man we can here call
"1 although I do not entirely understand his reticence for this case is very
well knownto the public

Mr Hart has made two misstatements here
Y's reports to the KGB were known to Mr X and the case had thus been

exposed to the West six months before Nosenko reported to CIA The KGB
recognizing this cut off contact with Y immediately after X's defection Y's
eventual uncovering was inevitable even though X had not known his name
Nosenkoadded one item of information which permitted Y to be caught sooner
and that is all

Therefore contrary to the CIA testimony there is a "reason to believe
that the Soviets would have given this information away. The reason—that Y
was already compromised—wasperfectly clear in the files which Mr Hart's
team studied

(6) Mr Hart told you that Mr X had confirmedNosenko's claimed positions
in the KGB (2431)

Comment Mr X said on the contrary that he had personally visited the
AmericanEmbassy section of the KGB during the period 1960-61when Nosenko
claimed to have been its deputy chief X knew definitely that Nosenkowas not
serving there

(7) Mr Hart said that DC/SB "had built up a picture which was based on
a good deal of historical research about a plot against the West. (4809)

Comment Like point (2) above this is part of CIA's effort to belittle the case
against Nosenko My "picture of Nosenko's role as a KGB provocateur was
based on concrete factors which as I have said above cannot be explained by
Nosenko's personality flaws or memory It was not based on "historical re
search, as Mr Hart knew very well—althoughit is in fact supported by a long
history of Sovietactions of this sort

At this point a word may be in order about Mr Hart's contemptuousreference
to "historical research. As I mentioned above Nosenko's information in 1962
overlapped and deflected leads given shortly before by X concerning spies in
the U.S Government Now a KGB paper of this period perhaps what Mr Hart
would call a historical document described the need for disinformation (decep
tion) in KGB counterintelligence work It stated that just catching American
spies isn't enough for the enemy can always start again with new ones There
fore said this KGB document disinformation operations are essential And
among the purposes of such operations as I recall the words of the document
the first one mentioned is "to negate and discredit authentic information the
enemyhas obtained. I believethat Nosenko'smission in 1962involvedjust that
covering and protecting KGB sources threatened by X's defection Does this
sound like a "horrendous plot conjured up by paranoids It is a straightforward
counterespionagetechnique perfectly understandable to laymen But Mr Hart's
purposewas not enlightenment but ridicule

The last of the four or fivepurposes the secret KGB document listed (purposes
of counterintelligencedisinformation operations) was "to penetrate deeper into
the enemyservice. By taking on Mr Nosenkoas a counselor the CIA may have
helpedthe KGBachieve this goal as wellas the first one

What conclusions can be drawn from these and similar errors In the CIA
testimony

I world submit that despite them efforts to deride and dismiss the arguments
again Nosenko there is as Mr Helms testified a solid case against Nosenkoof which the implicationsare very serious The country is not well served by Mr
Hart's superficialand offhanddismissalof that case

For if Nosenkois a KGB plant as I am convincedhe is there can be no doubt
that Nosenko's recited story about Oswald in the USSR is a message from the
KGB That messagesays in exaggerated and implausible form that Oswaldhad
nothing whatever to do with the KGB not questionedfor his military intelligencenot even screenedas a possibleCIA plant Even Mr Hart finds it incredible and
recommendsthat vondisregard it But his reasons are flawed and can you afford
to disregard it By sending out such a message the KGB exposes the fact that
it has something to bide As Mr Helms told you that something may be the
fact that Oswaldwas an agent of the KGB
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The Form and Toneof the CIATestimony
It is against this grave background that I will comment on the general tenor

of the CIAtestimony
The Committee and the public must have been struck dumb by the spectacle

of a government agency falling over itself to cast mud on its own performance
of duty

When Mr Dodd asked Mr Hart if CIA had "failed in its responsibility miser
ally. Mr Hart replied in a classic of governmentadvocacy "Congressman .. I
wouldgofurther than that. (3188)

Mr Hart's testimony—one-sidedintemperate distorted—was carefully struc
tured to influencerather than inform the Committee

Mr Hart went to special pains to force your thinking into a certain frame
work He began his testimony defensively citing all the factors which might have
caused this defector to bear false witness stresses bad memory drunkenness
the traumas of defection (shared by the way by all defectors) and even the
"unreality of his situation. (2634) And then on to the revelations of mistreat
ment which you are to accept as dismissing all evidence against Nosenko "It
is with (these mitigating factors) in mind that we have to approach everything
that happened from 1962 (249S-9) plus of course the sheer bumblingincompe
tence of Nosenko'shandling

On the one hand CIA attacked with venom its own past performance and on
the other hand adopted an almost beseeching tone in defending a Soviet KGB
person who by CIA's own admission had rendered invalid testimony about the
assassin of an Americanpresident

"You should believe these statements of Mr Nosenko, Mr Hart said (3252)
"Anything that he has said has been said in goodfaith. (3350)"I am only asking
you to believethat he made (his statements) in goodfaith. (3275) "I am hoping
that once these misunderstandings are explained that many of the problems.
which the staff has had with the questions and answers from Mr Nosenko and
also allegations concerning him will be cleared up and go away. (2124-31)

Confrontedby Mr Doddwith the specificcontradictions which made Nosenko's
story unacceptable Mr Hart fell back on declarations of faith (3426 3349)

In the heat of his defense of Nosenkoand his attack on Nosenko'squestioners
Mr Hart jumbled together the conditions of 1962 (alleged drunkenness) with
those of the confinement leading Mr Dodd to lay importance on Nosenko'sdrink
ing (3243-4) He got over to Mr Dodd the idea that hallucinations "probably
(3241) influenced Nosenko'sperformance under interrogation (by a subtle turn
of phrase lines 2870-73)—whileknowingthat hallucinations were never a factor
in the question-and-answer sessions Noting that the CIA medical officercon
cluded that Nosenkohad feigned his hallucinations (in periods of isolation) Mr
Hart could not restrain a knee-jerk defense "but that was simply one medical
officer'sopinion. (2864) And finally by spending his testimony on the handling
of Nosenko and the mistreatment he succeededin skirting all the facts of the case
which are after all your concern

Mr Hart's emotional closing message (4883) with its catchy word "abomina
tion, epitomizeshis wholetestimony

That testimony showsnone of the detachment of a self-styled"historian proud
of his high standards of scholarship (4106) It sounds more like a man pleading
a flimsycause urgently trying to make a point

He left with the Committee and the public a picture of a small group of irre
sponsiblehalf-wits carried away-bywild fantasies about horrendousplots failing
even to ask questions much less to cheekout the answers while hiding their vile
misconductand illegal thoughts from a dupedleadership

Since these impressions'provide the background for Mr Hart's description of
the handling of Nosenko they may be worth a closer look

He created at least three impressions about the handling of the Nosenkocase

(1) That it was the work of an isolated group of irresponsible people
Specifically Mr Hart repeated that it was a "small group of people .. a very

limited group (2509) handling the case on the basis of a "belief held closely
by "a very small trusted group. (2518) He gets over strongly the impressionthat
Mr Helms was not properly informed (4619 3996-40194632)

Contrary to Mr Hart's testimony every step was discussed with all elements
concerned suggestionswere solicited decisionswere worked out in consultation
The leadership did not lose control or confidence
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If indeed the group concernedwith the suspicionsof Nosenkoremained "verysmall it was because if Nosenkowas a KGBplant there was a KGB spy within
CIA This is not the sort of thing onewants to spread widely
(2) That it was the work of incompetents

Mr Hart succeededin getting over to the Committeeand the public an imageof gross incompetenceon the part of Nosenko's handlers He led Mr Dodd for
example to ask if any of "these characters are "still kicking around the agencyor have they been fired (4282) and to suggest that even if there had been a
KGB conspiracy we would not have been competent to detect it (4199)Mr Hart got over this impressionof incompetencein three ways

(a) By repeating general intemperately derogatory judgments and labels
He called the handling of "the entire case (3189)—including the competent
parts noted above—"zero, "miserable, "dismal, "counterproductive, and so
forth and hinted that the handlers were prone to wild fancies and illegal
conduct

(b) By withholding facts Certain information Mr Hart knew and failed
to mention might have caused the Committee to wonder whether after all
there might be more to this than the simplistic picture Mr Hart drew For
example he did not tell Mr Dodd the following about "these characters

That the people managing this complex case were senior officers with
perhaps the most experience within the entire Agency in handling Soviet Bloc
counterespionagematters

That neither C/SB nor DC/SB tended to see shadows where they weren't
In our many dealings with Soviet Bloc intelligence officers as defectors or
agents-in-place we had before Nosenko never judged any of them to be KGB
plants If anything I have been reproached for trusting them too far as more
than onedefector will probablybewilling to testify

That in our service in positions of responsibility before during and
after this affair our performance was rated as superior as CIA personnel
records will confirm If memory serves even Mr Hart judged my performance
(and probably C/SB's) after this case as "outstanding. I was decorated for my
service

(c) By giving you false and misleading information Here are at least four
examples

Mr Hart told the Committeethe outright untruth that the work of C/SBand DC/SB "on this case had been discredited and had caused them to be
transferred out of Headquarters to foreign assignments. (2529) We can pro
duce witnesses if necessary to prove that this is false Any "discreditingcame later by Mr Hart and others We had asked long in advance for our
particular assignments and got them when the posts came open in the normal
course of events both of us after long headquarters tours of duty

Mr Hart introduced a red herring about my Russian-language compe
tence which so misled Mr Fithian that he spoke without rebuttal by Hart
about an "English speaking person trying to take notes and writing down what
this major potential defector was saying and then transcribing them and giving
them to the Agency right down through the interrogation. (3648-52) He led
Mr Dodd too to think there were "no verbatim accounts of some of the in
terrogations but rather notes taken by people who didn't have a very good
knowledgeof Russian. (3245-7) Hart could have saved a lot of time and con
fusion by reminding you of the simple truth that a Russian speaker was presentat every meeting except the initial contact In fact there never was after that
initial contact any problem of language Russian or English I concur with
the FBI officercited in the Committee's Staff Report page 37 "There was no
question about beingmisunderstood.

Mr Hart stated falsely that discrepancies in the transcripts were "very
important in the history of this case because (they) gave rise to chargeswithin the Agencythat Nosenkowas not what he purported to be. (2296-2302)I know of no lasting misunderstandings and none at all that importantly af
fected our judgment of Nosenko's bona fides And Why would the transcriptsbe important after January 1964 when Nosenko himself was on hand to be
questioned

By introducing the question of discrepancies in the transcripts Hart
misled youin two other ways

He attributed them to my language deficiency when in fact the tran
scripts were made by a native Russian speaker who had participated im
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the meetings! How could I know there were errors in the transcripts
He told you that another defector found 150 discrepancies in the tran

scripts—but did not mention that it was I who brought that defector into
the case and caused him to review the tapes and transcripts !Mr Hart falsely
hinted that I choseto ignore the defector's findings

By way of footnote to this theme the Committeemight be interested to learn
that the "very thorough very conscientious defector cited by Hart in connection
with the transcripts who is indeed thorough and of high professional integrity
and unique expertise on Soviet intelligence matters reviewed the whole Nosenko
c se and was convincedthat Nosenkowas a sent KGB provocateur and had not
hurl the positions in the KGB which he claimed Mr Hart seems to have for
gotten to mention this

(3) That the case against Nosenkois nothing more than a paranoid notion This
theme runs clearly through Mr Hart's testimony I have already discussedcertain
aspects of it

Mr Hart incorrectly attributed the whole "misunderstanding to grandiose
fantasies of Mr X In discrediting X he mixes in the Committee's mind a
theory about the Sino-Sovietsplit a "plot mastermind "by something called
the KGB disinformation directorate, and the role in this imaginary plot of
"penetrations at high levels within intelligence services of the West a plot in
the continuingprocessof "exaggerationand elaboration. (2410-27)

Taken one by one in a somewhat calmer frame of reference these points may
merit the Committee'sattention

The Disinformation Directorate exists Every defector from the KGB includ
ing Nosenko has confirmedthis and it has been steadily increased in size and
importance within the KGB over the past decades It offers a framework for the
'centralization and exploitation of just such compromiseand innocuous informa
tion as Nosenko has provided to Western intelligence It is active and CIA
'tows it So why does a CIA spokesman try to present it as part of a paranoid
fantasy

Penetration of American Intelligence was suggested by specificleads given by
Mr X which were deflected by specific leads given shortly thereafter by Mr
Nosenko Mr Hart is quite right to say that penetration is part of the problem
He gives false testimony if he denies these leads and says that we are dealing
only with a theory or with general allegations

Mr Hart implies that all the doubts about Mr Nosenkocan be dispelledby the
factors Mr Hart cited bad memory drunkenness misunderstanding bad han
dling and the rest In fact the defense of Mr Nosenkouses these factors one by
cue to coverand explain away each of hundreds of specificpoints of doubt such as
had never arisen in any of the scores of defections of Soviet Bloc intelligence
'officersbefore Nosenko I have tried repeatedly to build a coherent picture of the
'entirety of Mr Nosenko's story and the circumstances surrounding it using
these excuses Not onlydo they fail to explain the most important points but they
tend to contradict each other Perhaps Mr Hart's peoplehave never gone through
this exercise

Ilere in short is Mr Hart's message The whole case against Nosenko is a
theory about a "so-calledplot and is "sheer nonsense. (3920-1) The evidence
against Nosenkois "supposedevidence.

The CIA'sHandling of Nosenko

This leads to the subject of Nosenko'streatment especiallyhis confinementFor
if Mr Hart succeedsin dismissingand deriding the case against Nosenkoand all
its implications he robs the detention of its context and purpose and truly
makes it as Mr Doddput it "outrageous. (3421)

At the risk of repetition I remind you that
(].) There is a carefully documentedbodyof evidence not "supposedevidence

against Nosenko beyondany explanations of bad memoryor misunderstandings
It is not juridical proof but it was taken very seriously by the Agency'sprofes
sional leadership who were neither fools nor paranoids

(2) Amongthe implications underlying the very real possibility that Nosenko
was planted on CIAby the KGBare these two

a) That Lee Harvey Oswaldmay have beena KGBagent
(b) That there was KGBpenetration of sensitive elementsof the United States

Government
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Here are certain facts that Mr Hart has hidden or distorted by the manner of
his testimony

Nosenko's treatment for the first two months after his defection was pre
cisely the same as that given auy important defector

During that period Nosenkohad ample opportunity to produce informa
tion or to act in a manner which might reduce or dissolve doubts about him

During this period Nosenko unlike genuine defectors resisted any serious
questioning It was not that he was "drunk around the clock as Mr Hart put it
he was unusually sober when he deflectedquestions changed the subject and in
vented excuses not to talk even about isolated points of detail It became clear
that if he were to be questioned at all somedisciplinehad to be applied

Reasons to suspect Nosenko (not paranoid notions) were growing and the
potential implications to American security were becomingclearer It was our
duty to clarify this matter Anything less would have been in truth the sort of
derelictionof duty of which Mr Hart falsely accuses us today

Please bear in mind that I find this ease (not its handling) just as "abominable
as Mr Hart does Its implications are ugly It imposedimmenseand unpleasanttasks upon us and strains upon the Agencywhich are all too visible today in
your Committee's hearings The case has served me ill professionally and per
sonally But it was there it would not go away The burden fell upon me and I
did my duty

In doing it I was not let down at any time by the Agencyleadership They un
derstood what had to be done and why and they took the necessary decisions to
make it possible

And so Nosenkowas detained
—If there were reasonable grounds to suspect that he was a KGB plant his

detention was (1) necessary (2) effective and (3) a partial success for it got
Nosenko's story and his ignorance pure and unsullied by outside coaching and
this told us much about what lay behind

—If the case against Nosenkowas "sheer nonsense, then the detention was not
justified

Here is how Mr Hart described the decision "The next step since the inter
rogations conductedby the CIA which as I say weredesigned not to ascertain in
formation so much as they were to pin on Nosenko the label of a KBG agent
acting to deceive us since nothing had been proved in the friendly confinement
the people running the operation determined that the next step would be .. a
much more spartan confinement and a so-called hostile interrogation.
(2682–90)

This misstates the case Those early debriefing sessions were not designed to
pin any label on Nosenko (It is true that they did nothing to assuage our doubts
and that during the same period we were learning things outside which tended
rather to reinforce them.) If the results had been more promising we might have
worked gradually around in the questioning to the points of doubt and might
thus have avoidedany need of confinement

The detention of Nosenkowas designed initially to give us an opportunity to
confront him with certain contradictions in his story This would alert him to
our suspicions and if he were still free he might we thought either redefect to
the Soviet Union or "go public. either way removingour chances to get the data
we needed to assess the truth behind his story of Lee Harvey Oswald and other
serious matters

Our aim was as Mr Hart said to get a confession either of KGB sponsor
ship or of white lies whichcould finally form somebelievablepattern

The results of this and subsequent hostile interrogations surprised us Nosenko
was unable to clarify any single point of doubt Brought up against his own con
tradictions and our independent information he admitted that there could be no
innocent explanation (not even forgetfulness) or he would remain silent or he
would come up with a new story only to change that too later He did confess
some lies but they tended to contradict each other not offer an innocent ex
planation for the oddities in his story In fact the hostile interrogation rein
forced and intensifiedour suspicions

After this series of confrontations we had an opportunity finally to do some
thing which would normally have been done first with any cooperativedefector
conduct a systematic debriefing which he had resisted before his detention We
could as Mr Hart put it "ascertain information.
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Nosenkowas cooperative He even told his questioners that they were right to
have thus removed him from the temptations of drink and women and to have
forced him to work seriously

And so began months of systematic questioning under neutral non-hostile
circumstances Practically the full range of his knowledge was covered An
example is the questioning on the subject of Lee Harvey Oswald in July 1iiU4
which the Committee's Staff Report called "detailed and specific. As the report

ates "an attempt was :Wadeto touch all aspects. On each subject Nosenkowas
eiivenan ohporiitnity as on the Oswald matter to review the report and cor
reet o_•ani iify it Hie was not drunk not mistreated not hallucinating and

ore was never the slightest problemof understanding (We should not conins,e
as did Mr Hart's testimony the circumstances of one meeting in 19Ud(language
problem) with the whole operation nor the conditions of 1962 (alleged druid
e,~limes)with the conditions of confinement nor hostile with non-hostile ques
tioning.)

Simtiltaneousiy we were meticulously checking files and investigating out
side concerning every possible aspect of Nosenko's activities and reports The
re..ults fill many of those file drawers of which Mr Hart spoke

What we learned suggested uniformly that Nosenko's stories about his
career and personal activities in the KGB were not true To deride these findings
to dismiss them as preconceptions is to misrepresent facts clear from the files

We found that the KGB operations Nosenkohad reported for example were
already known or had lost any value they had had to the KGB This is not true
of the reporting of any previous defector That Mr Hart so eager to convince
you of Nosenko's good faith could cite as evidence only cases which had been
uncovered by an earlier defector gives you an idea Two other KGB spies an
ex-U.S Army NCO and the well-knowncase of Sergeant Robert Lee Johnson
(the Orly courier-vault penetration) both of which Nosenko truly revealed for
the first time were useless the NCOhad never had access to secrets nor truly
cooperated Johnson had lost his access to the vault and was being publicly
exposed by a neurotic wife Such was the pattern in addition to Nosenko's
deflection of at least six specific leads given earlier by the KGB defector X

Fact piled upon fact creating a convictionon the part of every officerworking
on this operation that Nosenkowas a KGB plant Each had his own viewpoint
none was paranoid

We conducted two more hostile interrogations always increasing our knowl
edge never relieving any suspicious getting steadily closer to the truth perhaps
But we got no confession

All of this took time and Nosenkostayed in confinement As to the conditions
of his detention Mr Hart has given many details They do not seem directly
relevant to the Committee'smission for contrary to Mr Hart's thesis they did
not materially influence Nosenko's reporting one way or the other nor the
question of Nosenko's bona fides They cannot truthfully be adduced to dismiss
the ease against Nosenko On the contrary these details in Hart's testimony
tended to confuse the central problem before you Nosenko's credibility and
what lies behind his message to America concerning the KGB's relations with
Lee IIarvey Oswald

However if the detention could be dealt with as a separate and distinct topic
I am prepared to answer any questions I can on the subject

The original justification for detaining Nosenkohad been that he was in the
united States under parole and it was the Agency'sduty to prevent his harming
the security of the United States This could not last indefinitely At the end
of the efforts described above we were still without the "proof a confession
would provide We had only professional not juridical evidence

Finally our time ran out and a decision had to be made about what to clo
about Nosenko

The Question of "Disposal
Here the extent of CIA's irrational involvement with Nosenko becomes

blatant Mr Hart read (with relish according to my friends who watched on
TV) selected items from some penciled jottings in my handwriting which left
with you the impression that I had contemplated or considered (even "sug
nested as more than one newspaperman understood him) such measures as
liquidation drugging or confinement in mental institutions
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I state unequivocally and will do so under oath on behalf of myself and any
one I ever knew in or out of the Central Intelligence Agency that

Nosuch measureswere ever seriouslyconsidered
Nosuch measures wereever studied

(What "loony bin" How "make him nuts" What drugs to induce forgetful
ness I know of none now and never did nor did I over try to find out if such
exist The whole subject of "liquidation was tabu in the CIA for reasons with
which I wholeheartedlyagreed then and still do.)

No such measures were ever suggested as a course of action even in
intimate personal conversations

i4) Nosuch measures wereever proposedat any levelof the Agency
I do not remember making any such notes However I can imagine how I

might have Responsibleas I was for this "abominable case I was called upon
to help find the best way to release Nosenko—withouta confession but sure
that he was an enemyagent In an effort to findsomethingmeriting serious consid
eration I supposethat I jotted down one day every theoretically conceivableac
tion Someof them might have been mentionedin one form or another by others I
doubt they all sprang from my mind (I cannot even guess what "points one
through four might have been the ones Mr Hart declined to read because they
were "unimportant. I guess that means they weren't damning to me.) But the
fart that the notes were penciledreveals that they were intended to be transient
the fact that "liquidation was included reveals that they were theoretical and
their loose undignified language reveals that they were entirely personal for
my fleeting use only In fact none of these courses of action could have been
morally acceptable to me much less conceivable as a practical suggestion to
higher authority

Mr Hart admitted or proudly claimed that he himself discoveredthese notes
in the files (4270) Although he recognized their purely personal nature that
they were not addressed nor intended for any other person nor had any practical
intent he chose to bring them to show-and-tellto the Committeeand the Ameri
can public Did he feel this a moral duty Or was it simply part of his evident
intent to deride and destroy any opposition to Nosenko Could he have done it
for reasons of personal spite Whatever the answer the cost seems too high he
was discrediting his own Agency for a matter without substance

I cannot remember any concrete proposal for "disposal being made during
my tenure (You understand of course that "disposal is merely professional
jargon for ending a relationship.) The course the Agency eventually adopted
seems in retrospect the only practical one I think the Agencydid well to re
habilitate Nosenko and as I thought put him out to pasture

However I cannot understand why they then employedhim as an advisor as
a teacher of their staff trainees in counterintelligence The concrete suspicions
of Nosenkohave never been resolved and because they are well founded they
never will "be cleared up and go away. Mr Hart and Admiral Turner may
frivolously dismiss them as they have done before your Committee but the
doubts are still there and it is irresponsible to expose clandestine personnel to
this individual

Conclusion

Mr Hart's testimony was a curious performance One wonders what could
drive a governmentagencyinto the positionof

—trying to discredit and bury under a pile of irrelevancies the reasons to sus
pect that the SovietUnion sent to America a provocateur to mislead us about
the assassin of President Kennedy

—pleadingirrationally and misleadingly in favor of a KGB man about whom
seriousdoubts persist

—misrepresenting invidiously its ownprior actions
—denigrating publicly the competenceand performance of duty of its own

officers
—dredging up unsubstantial personal notes left carelessly in a highly secret

file folder to falsely suggest in public the planning by its own people of
the vilest forms of misconduct

As the Congressis conspicuouslyaware the veil of secrecycan hide irresponsi
bility and incompetence But behind that veil the CIA used to maintain unusually
high standards of honor and decency and responsibility and did a pretty com
petent job often in the face of impossibledemands The decline of these qualities
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Is laid bare by Mr Hart's testimony—to the Agency's discredit to my own
dismay and to the detriment of future recruitment of good men who will not
want to make careers in an environmentwithout integrity

The Agency need not have gone so far After all Nosenko's bona fides had
been officiallycertified Those who disagreed were judged at its highest level to
have "besmirched the Agency's escutcheon. Not only are they out of the way
but "everything possible is being done to see that no one challenges Nosenkoor
his ilk ever again (4048) The Agencyneed only have said this much and no
more

That Admiral Turner's personal emissary went so much further suggests that
the Agencymay not after all be quite so sure of its position Perhaps it fears
that the Committee wondering about this defector's strange reporting and un
constrained by CIA's officialline might innocently cry out "But the emperor has
no clothes on ! This might explain the spray of mud to cloud your view

The above I repeat is but a preliminary statement and is by no means all I
have to say on these subjects

You can reach me at the address and phone number on the first page.* I
presume if I am permitted to appear before your Committee that my travel
expenseswill becoveredby the Committee

Yours truly
D C

Mr PREYEn Mr D C. after you are sworn you will be recognized
to read your statement I might suggest after you are sworn Mr D C.
and before you read your statement that you might for the record
give us your present occupation and your present residence so that we
have that basic information

Will you stand at this time and be sworn
Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give this committee

will be the truth the whole truth and nothing but the truth so help
you God

Mr D C I do
Mr PREYERThank you Mr D C I recognize you at this time

TESTIMONY OF D C. FORMER DEPUTY CHIEF SOVIET BLOC
DIVISION CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

Mr D C Mr Chairman and members of the committee I would
like to make a few introductory remarks to introduce myself as the
chairman has requested

I was born in Annapolis Md. 1925 served in World War II for
3 years in the U.S Marine Corps attended Princeton University
University of California and the University of Geneva Switzerlandwhere I received a doctorate of political science I served in the CIA
from 1950 on and specialized there in Soviet and satellite operations
I had worked personally at one time or another with most of the
important operations involving these areas over that generation

In 1962 I became head of the section responsible for counterintel
ligence against the Soviet intelligence services and in 1965 or 1966
I was deputy chief of the Soviet Russia Division

When it was amalgamated with the satellite countries in 1966—I
believe perhaps 1965 I became deputy chief of that amalgamated
division

In 1967 I went to Europe as a station chief in [major city] where I
retired in 1972 on the Agency early retirement program entirely and

*Deletedfor securityreasons
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I repeat entirely on my own volition I mention that because these
matters of performance and separation of service have been raised in
this committee

I also would note for the record that my performance which I
wouldn't otherwise mention was consistently rated as outstanding
and at the end of it I received an Agency decoration Since then I have
been a private consultant based in Brussels where I represent Ameri
can and European companies who don't have formal representation
in Europe in the field of avionics and chemicals principally

Now I proceed to my prepared statement Mr Chairman
I have come before your committee to reply to the testimony of Mr

John L Hart who represented the Central Intelligence Agency here
on September 15 a testimony which misled you and misused me

As the former deputy chief of the Soviet Bloc Division of CIA
and directly responsible for the case of the KGB defector Yuri No
senko from 1962 to 1967 I can reply more accurately to your questions
and can bring you a better understanding of this matter

For one thing I won't have to rely as did Mr Hart on archeological
digs into those 40 file drawers of information Mr Hart's 6-month
expedition obviously failed to understand what they dug up and
their leader was highly selective in what he chose to exhibit here
For another I will not disqualify myself as he did from talking
about Lee Harvey Oswald one of the most important aspects of the
Nosenko case nor about the case of the earlier defector here called
"X, which is a critical factor in understanding Nosenko

CIA's selection of Mr Hart to study the Nosenko case and later
to present it to you came to me as a great surprise and mystery He
seemed to bring few qualifications to the study of the most sophisti
cated Soviet counterintelligence operations of our generation As far
as I know he never handled a single Soviet intelligence officer and
spent his career as he told you remote from Soviet operations in
wars and jungles as he put it As a result he was able to tick off 60
years of Soviet deception as a kind of paranoid fantasy to make con
temptuous remarks about "historical research about a plot against the
West, and to use the revealing phrase "I don't happen to be able to
share this type of thing

Mr FITTTZANMr Chairman may I interrupt long enough to suggest
we turn off [the witness'] microphone I think we can hear him well
enough

Mr PREYER The fidelity of that is a little too high It tends to
muffle your voice You may continue

Mr D C But "this type of thing is what the Nosenko case is all
about

`.Ir ITart did not mention and perhaps never studied a number of
related cases bearing importantly on the question of Nosenko's credi
bility From his testimony you would never guess at the existence of
cases apart from but related to the Nosenko case Dlr Hart apparently
did not bother to talk with many of the best-qualified officers on these
cases during his 6 months of research When he came to me in 1976 he
had not even read the basic papers of the case and instead of talking
e'ibstance he asked about an irrelevant phrase from an 8-year-old
dispatch I had written—a phrase he later brought up with you the
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bit about "devastating consequences, in distorted form and out of
context

His testimony here seems not designed to enlighten your committee
but to subject Nosenko's critics—Mr Hart's former colleagues—to
vilification and ridicule He left with the committee a picture of a
small group of irresponsible half-wits carried away by wild fantasies
about horrendous plots failing even to ask questions neglecting to
check on what was said and all the time hiding their vile misconduct
and illegal thoughts from a duped leadership

Mr Hart told you a lot about Nosenko's mistreatment but very little
about Nosenko's credibility as concerns Lee Harvey Oswald He called
on you to make an act of faith as the CIA seems to have done in the
good will and truth of a Soviet KGB man who had rendered false and
incredible testimony about the assassin of an American President I
quote "You should believe these statements of Mr Nosenko, Mr Hart
said "anything he has said has been said in good faith. Then avoiding
the subject of Oswald he led you into a maze of irrelevant detail about
Nosenko's problems and CIA's earlier misunderstanding and mistreat
ment of this defector By spattering mud on Nosenko's earlier handling
and particularly on me Mr Hart threw up a cloud which threatens
to impede your attempts to get at the answer to the true question before
you And I ask you here to focus on that question instead of the
irrelevancies

That question of course is how and why a senior KGB defector
directly responsible for important aspects of Lee Harvey Oswald's
sojourn in the Soviet Union could deliver testimony to this commit
tee which even the CIA's representative called "implausible and
"incredible.

Mr Hart even said that if lie were in your position he would
simply disregard what Mr Nosenko said about Lee Harvey Oswald
He seems to have done just that himself But Mr Helms rightly
labeled that a copout and it is not clear to me how Mr Hart thought
you could or would just pretend that the question isn't there

Of course you can't For today you are in the same position I was
in back in 1964 trying to make sense of Nosenko's reports You are
investigating and evaluating Nosenk&s reporting on Lee Harvey
Oswald I did not think in my time that I could just shrug off
Nosenko's bizarre story of Oswald with some irrelevant and half
hearted explanation as Mr Hart did here and slide off into some
other subject

Mr Hart did not explain what he thought you should believe or
low this "incredible testimony is compatible with the claim that
Nosenko has by and large told nothing but the truth since 1962

He said Nosenko's testimony to you was a unique aberration I
quote

I cannot offhand remember any statements which (Nosenko) has been proven
to have made which were statements of real substance other than the con
tradictions which have been adduced today on the Lee Harvey Oswald matter
which have beenproven to be incorrect

But the committee only spoke to Nosenko about this one matter and
even so the committee detected at least six or seven contradictions
from one telling to another Could this by coincidence be the only
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such case (I can tell you the answer is no on the contrary this was
typical Nosenko whenever he was pinned down on details.)

While extolling Nosenko's truthfulness Mr Hart spent a surpris
ing amount of time giving you reasons why Nosenko might have
lied or seemed to lie such as drunken exaggeration confusion emo
tional stresses hallucinations and the impact of mistreatment But
that wasn't helpful to you for none of these things had anything to
do with Nosenko's story about Oswald After all Nosenko told the
CIA and FBI his story about Oswald before any mistreatment and
he told it to your committee after any mistreatment and no one
thought he was drunk at any one of those times

So I will go back to the question here and see if I can help you
find an answer There has to be some way to explain how this direct
participant in the events delivered incredible testimony about them
There must be some explanation for the differences in Nosenko's
story at different times he told it for his excuses and evasions when
confronted with these differences and for his final refusal to talk
any more about them with your committee

As we seek an answer to these questions I ask you to keep three
things in mind

First that at the time he reviewed Oswald's file for the KGB
Nosenko was already a willing secret collaborator of the CIA There
fore he must have been alert when dealing with this matter of such
obvious importance to the United States and to his own country

Second that 1`1osenl.o told us of some of these events only 10 weeks
after they happened so there wasn't time for them to become dim
in his memory

Third that no one has suggested that Nosenko is mentally unfit
Mr Hart brought in the Wechsler test and other psychological details
merely to show Nosenko's relative strengths and weaknesses not to
prove him a mental basket case On the contrary Nosenko claims to
have risen fast in the KGB and he is regarded by his current em
ployers as "an intelligent human being who "reasons well. I am
quoting Mr Hart of course who also called your attention to Nosenko's
powers of "logical thought and his high score in "power of abstract
thinking.

Aside from the irrelevant details about Nosenko's stresses under
mistreatment and drunkenness I found two things in Mr Hart's
testimony which might bear on the Oswald story First and foremost
he spoke about compartmentation bringing his own experience to
show how a person in any organization working on the principle of
"need to know might not be aware of everything going on even in
his own operations Now I suppose Mr Hart intended this as a
contribution to Mr Nosenko's defense certainly Mr Nosenko had
never mentioned it The trouble is it doesn't apply to this story
Nosenko had said repeatedly to CIA and FBI and recently swore
under oath to this committee that he was right there on the inside of
any "compartment. He personally reviewed the application of
Oswald to stay in the U.S.S.R in 1959 and he personally participatedin the recommendation that the KGB should not let Oswald stay in
the country and in the decision not to notify the KGB sections which
might normally be interested in debriefing a man like Oswald Nosenko
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knew that the hGB leadership decided that they "didn't want to be
involved with Oswald—not to question him at all not even to screen
him as a possible enemy plant Nosenko personally participated in
the refusal of Oswald's visa request from Mexico not long before the
assassination of President Kennedy And after the assassination
Nosenko himself was told to review Oswald's KGB file and did so
He has insisted ha t if anyone in the KGB ever talked to Oswald
he Nosenko would know about it So "compartmentation explains
nothing Nosenko's story rests essentially on his personal involvement
and authority

The second and last possible explanation which we can find in Mr
Hart's testimony is Nosenko's odd memory which Mr Hart took such
pains to establish After all Nosenko seems to have changed details of
seven or eight aspects of the story at one time or another The trouble
with this is it doesn't touch the heart of the story the truly incredible
part Nosenko didn't forget whether or not the KGB questioned Os
wald he remembers sharply and consistently—and insists whatever
other changes he makes in his story—that Oswald was never ques
tioned by the KGB He knows that and remembers it for he par
ticipated directly in the decision not to

Now that was all Mr Hart offered But I think we should try every
conceivable explanation Here are a couple I can think of

Maybe Nosenko was merely boasting exaggerating building things
up a bit especially his personal role Maybe for example he only
overheard some KGB officers talking didn't hear it right and then
passed on an incorrect story to us as his experience to make himself
look important in our eyes Maybe under this interpretation he
honestly thinks his story is true

Another explanation going a bit further might be that he invented
the whole story Perhaps convinced that the U.S.S.R wouldn't get in
volved in the assassination of an American President (which is what
we all tend to think) he invented this story as a contribution to Amer
ican peace of mind and to international amity

Both of these explanations run into trouble Nosenko while in de
tention had plenty of time and incentive to back off a mere exaggera
tion and did in fact admit a few minor lies But about this story he
is adamant Just recently Mr Hart tried to get Nosenko to come off
it but even in the current climate of good will and trust Nosenko re
fused And remember too that Nosenko volunteered to testify to his
incredible tale before the Warren Commission and he swore to it un
der oath before your committee

And there are other problems too If we begin to play with the idea
of fabrication we will have to ask just what parts of the story were
invented Did Nosenko also invent the high KGB job which gave him
"knowledge of the Oswald case

Anyway CIA wouldn't accept this line of speculation They insist
that Nosenko always talks in good faith even if his Oswald storyisn't believable They surely wouldn't want you to think they had hired
a fabricator as their adviser and teacher

And there is yet another obstacle to this line of thought and not the
least important We must not forget that the Soviet Government it
self has confirmed Nosenko's authority to tell the whole story about.
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Oswald In Mr Edward Jay Epstein's book "Legend he reports that
an attache of the Soviet Embassy in Washington named Agu told him
that Nosenko is the person who knows most about Oswald in Russia
even more than the people in Minsk whom Epstein applied vainly to
go see

No I think we can all agree Mr Hart myself your committee
Mr Agu and Mr Nosenko Nosenko was neither exaggerating nor
inventing nor forgetting nor was he compartmented away from the
essential facts of the story

So what is left to explain this incredible testimony I can think of
only two explanations

Maybe Nosenko's story is true after all Let's overlook for a moment
the fact that everyone (except Mr Nosenko) believes the contrary in
cluding Mr Hart and today's CIA including Mr Helms Soviet spe
cialists and ex-KGB veterans in the West Let's also overlook the way
Nosenko contradicted himself on points of detail from one telling to
another Let's focus only on the essential elements of the story the
ones which remain constant There are two First that the KGB never
questioned Oswald and second that the KGB never found out that
Oswald had information to offer them about interesting U.S military
matters

Hero was this young American Lee Harvey Oswald just out of the
Marine Corps already inside the 1T.S.S.R and going to great lengths
to stay there and become a citizen The KGB never bothered to talk to
him not even once not even to get an idea whether he might be a CIA
plant (and although even Nosenko once said I think that the KGB
feared he might be)

Can this be true Could we all be wrong in what we've heard about
rigid Soviet security precautions and about their strict procedures and
disciplines and about how dangerous it is in the U.S.S.R for some
one to take a risky decision (like failing to screen an applicant for
permanent residence in the U.S.S.R.)

Of course not Let me give you one small case history which illus
trates how wrong Nosenko's story is This is an actual event which
shows how the real KGB in the real U.S.S.R. reacts to situations like
this It was told by a former KGB man named Kaarlo Tuomi and can
be found on page 286 of John Barron's book "KGB. The story con
cerns (and from here on I quote) "a young Finnish couple who illegally
crossed the Soviet border in 1953 The couple walked into a militia
station and requested Soviet citizenship but the KGB jailed them
Continuous questioning during the next 11 months indicated only that
the couple believed Communist propaganda and sincerely sought to
enioy the life it promised Nevertheless the KGB consigned them to an
exile camp for suspects in Kirov province Because Tuomi spoke
Finnish the KGB sent him into the camp as a `prisoner with instruc
tions to become friends with the couple Hardened as he was to priva
tion he was still aghast at what he saw in the camp Whole families
subsisted in 5 by 8 wooden stalls or cells in communal barracks
Each morning at 6 trucks hauled all the men away to peat bogs
where they labored until dark Small children Tuomi observed regu
larlv died of ordinary maladies because of inadequate medical care

"Worse still the camp inmates who had committed no crime had
no idea when if ever they might be released After only 3 days Tuomi
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persuaded himself that the forlorn Finns were concealing nothing and
he signaled the camp administrator to remove him `That place is just
hell, he later told Serafim his KGB supervisor `Those people are liv
ing like slaves."I understand, Serafim said `but don't get so excited
There's nothing you or I can do about it. That's the end of the
quotation

So on the one hand we have a young ex-marine Lee Harvey Oswald
from the United States on the other hand we have a simple Finnish
family Both say they want to live in Russia The Finns are questioned
for 11 months by the KGB then consigned indefinitely to a hellish
camp for suspects The American is not even talked to once by the
IiGB The Finns experience fits all we know about the true Soviet
Union from Aleksander Solzhenitsyn and many others unanimously
Oswald's experience as Nosenko tells it cannot have happened

The second main point of Nosenko's story about Oswald was that the
KGB did not find out that Oswald had information to offer about
interesting military matters Nosenko specifically told your committee
this To demonstrate its falsity I need only quote from page 262 of the
Warren Commission report concerning Oswald's interview with the
American Consul Snyder in Moscow on October 31 1959 when Oswald
declared that he wished to renounce his U.S citizenship I quote

Oswaldalso informed Snyder that he had been a radar operator in the Marine
Corps intimating that he might know of somethingof special interest and that
he had informed a Soviet officialthat he would give the Soviets any information
concerningthe Marine Corpsand radar operation which he possessed

Nosenko didn't mention this Apparently he didn't know it
So I think we can safely agree with Mr Hart that Nosenko's story

about Oswald is not credible not true
Up to this point we've tried five explanations and still haven't found

any acceptable one for Nosenko's story its contradictions or his evasive
manner when confronted with these contradictions But because you
have to find an explanation just as I had to in 1964 I will propose
here the only other explanation I can think of—one which might ex
plain all the facts before us including Nosenko's performance before
this committee

This sixth explanation is of course that Nosenko's story in its
essence is a message from the Soviet leadership carried to the United
States by a KGB-controlled agent provocateur who had already estab
lished a clandestine relationship of trust with CIA for other purposes
a year earlier The core of the Soviet message is simple That the KGB
or Soviet Intelligence had nothing to do with President Kennedy's
assassin nothing at all

Why they might have sent such a crude message why they selected
this channel to send it and what truth may lie behind the story given
to us can only be guessed at If you like I am prepared to go into such
speculation But even without the answers to these questions this sixth
explanation would make it clear why Nosenko adhered so rigidly to
his story However incredible we might find a message from the Soviet
leadership learned and recited by Nosenko we would find it difficult to
get him to back off it Discipline is discipline especially in the KGB

Now I'm ready to believe that Nosenko may have genuinely forgot
ten some details of this learned story I can also accept that on his own
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he may have embroidered on it and got caught when he forgot his own
embroidery this seems to fit the facts we have including Mr Hart's
description of Mr Nosenko's memory This could explain Nosenko's
differing descriptions of the KGB file and his accounts of whether
there was or wasn't careful surveillance of Oswald which would detect
his relations with Marina and his change of name of the KGB officer
who worked with him on the Oswald case—that sort of detail It would
also explain why he told your committee repeatedly that he didn't
remember what he'd said previously This wouldn't have mattered if
he'd really lived through the experiences he described his stories of
them at different times should come out straight all by themselves
When in fact they didn't Nosenko resorted to this strange statement
which made his story appear more memorized than experienced

Now I recognize that this is an unpleasant and troubling supposi
tion a hot potato indeed But please remember that before coming to
it we had dismissed all the other explanations possible So we cannot
simply slide over this as easily as CIA does It is a serious possibility
not a sick fantasy In fact it is hard to avoid

What is more Nosenko's story of Oswald is only one of scores of
things that Nosenko said which make him appear to be a KGB plant
If the Oswald story were alone as Mr Hart said it was a strange aber
ration in an otherwise normal performance perhaps one could just
shrug and forget it It is not We got the same evasions contradictions
excuses whenever we pinned Nosenko down the way you did on the
Oswald story Those other matters while not of direct concern to this
committee included Nosenko's accounts of his career of his travels of
the way he learned the various items of information he reported and
even accounts of his private life More important there were things
outside his own reporting and his own performance which could not be
explained away by any part of CIA's litany of excuses for Nosenko
(which so strangely resemble Nosenko's own) All of those irregulari
ties point to the same conclusion That Nosenko was sent by the KGB
to deceive us That is they point to the same conclusion as our sixth
possible explanation of Nosenko's story about Oswald

The CIA's manner of dealing with those points of doubt about
Nosenko's good faith (at least since 1967) has been to take them one by
one each out of context of the others and dismiss them with a variety
of excuses or rationalizations confusion drunkenness language prob
lems denial that he ever said it had memory exaggeration boasting
and coincidence—hundreds and hundreds of coincidences With any
other defector a small fraction of this number of things would have
caused and perpetuated the gravest doubts For the KGB does send
false defectors to the West and has been doing so for 60 years And
the doubts about this one defector were persuasive to the CIA leader
ship of an earlier time

Today a later CIA leadership chooses to dismiss them If they only
pretended to do so to justify the release and rehabilitation of Nosenko,_
that would be understandable But they must really believe in Nosenkofor they are using him in current counterintelligence work and expos
ing their clandestine officers to him and bringing him into their secret
premises to help train their counterintelligence personnel
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They go much further to demonstrate the depth of their commitment
to Nosenko They vilify their earlier colleagues who disapproved of
him The intensity of Mr Hart's attack on me and the fact that it was
done in public must have surprised you as it did others with whom
I've spoken over the past weeks As Nosenko's principal opponent I
am made out in public as a miserable incompetent and given credit
falsely for murderous thoughts illegal designs torture and
malfeasance

The CIA had to go far out to invent these charges which are not
true Mr Hart had to bend facts invent others and gloss over a lot
more in order to cover me with mud

In fact I have detected no less than 30 errors in his testimony 20
other misleading statements and 10 major omissions They seem aimed
to destroy the opposition to Nosenko and they have the effect of mis
leading your committee on the significance of Nosenko's testimony
about Oswald

I will cite only a few of these points here Others are to be found in
my letter to this committee dated October 11 1978 which I introduce
as an annex to my testimony I can of course go into further detail
if you wish But I discuss below some of the points most relevant to
your appraisal of Mr Nosenko's credibility as concerns Lee Harvey
Oswald

First Mr Hart misled you badly on the question of Nosenko's gen
eral credibility It was stunning to hear him say after reviewing every
detail of the case for 6 months with the aid of four assistants (I quote)
"I see no reason"—here I repeat "I see no reason"—"to think that
(Nosenko) has ever told an untruth except because he didn't remem
ber it or didn't know or during those times when he was under the
influence of alcohol he exaggerated. Even 10 years away from this
-case I can remember at least 20 clear cases of Nosenko's untruths about
KGB activity and about the career which gave him authority to tell
of it and a dozen examples of his ignorance of matters within his
,claimed area of responsibility for which there is no innocent explana
tion

Excuse me just a moment and off the record
[Discussion off the record.]
Mr PREYERBack on the record
Mr D C The "influence of alcohol cannot be much of a factor for

as Mr Hart reminds us Nosenko was questioned for 292 days while in
detention—when he had no alcohol at all But Mr Hart jumbled
together the conditions of the 1962 meetings (alleged drunkenness)
with those of confinement leading Congressman Dodd to lay im
portance on Nosenko's drinking He even got over to Mr Dodd by a
subtle turn of phrase the idea that hallucinations "probably influ
enced Nosenko's performance under interrogation Yet Mr Hart must
have known that hallucinations were never a factor in the question
and-answer sessions

Then too Mr Hart misstated the early roots of our suspicions of
Nosenko Mr Hart said that they arose from the paranoid imaginings
and jealousy of a previous defector whom he calls "X. Mr Hart told
you and I quote that "Mr X's views were immediately taken to be
the definitive views of Nosenko and from that point on the treatment
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of Mr Nosenko was never until 1967 devoted to learning what Mr
Nosenko said. This is not true as a document in the files which I
wrote in 1962 will make clear It was not "X's theories which caused
my initial suspicion of Nosenko in 1962 It was the overlap of Nosenko's
reports—at first glance entirely convincing and important—with those
given 6 months earlier by "X. Alone Nosenko looked good to me as
Mr Hart said seen alongside "X, whose reporting I had not seen
before coming to headquarters after the 1962 meetings with Nosenko
Nosenko looked very odd indeed The matters which overlapped were
serious ones including a specific lead to penetration of CIA—not a
general allegation as Mr Hart misleadingly suggested There were at
least a dozen such points of overlap of which I can still remember at
least eight Nosenko's information tended to negate or deflect leads
from "X.

And this brings me to Mr Hart's efforts to make you think that the
suspicions of Nosenko were based on foolish fancies about "horrendous
plots. Let me try to restore the balance here A KGB paper of this
period described the need for disinformation (deception) in KGB
counterintelligence work It stated that just catching American spies
isn't enough for the enemy can always start again with new ones
Therefore said this KGB document disinformation operations are
essential And among their purposes was "to negate and discredit
authentic information which the enemy has obtained. There is some
reason to believe that Nosenko was on just such a mission in 1962 To
cover and protect KGB sources threatened by "X's defection Ipo's
this sound like a "horrendous plot conjured up by paranoids It is
known counterespionage technique perfectly understandable to lay
men But as I have said Mr Hart's purpose was not enlightenment
but ridicule

To prove Mr Nosenko's credibility Mr Hart made a breathtaking
misstatement about the defector "X" "Quantitatively and qualita
tively, said Mr Hart "the information given by Mr 'X was much
smaller than that given by Nosenko. Could Mr Hart really have
meant that Mr "X, paranoid or not provided in the first months
after his defection information which led to the final uncovering of
Kim Philby to the first detection of several important penetrations of
Western European governments proof (not general allegations) of
penetration at the heart of [allied service] and pointers to serious
penetrations of the United States Government Before Nosenko "X
uncovered the current organization and methods of the KGB and very
large numbers of its personnel active in its foreign operations

And listen to this It was Mr "X who first revealed both of the
two KGB operations which Mr Hart adduced as of Nosenko's good
faith ! They concerned microphones in the American Embassy in
Moscow and a penetration of one of our NATO allies

As for the microphones Mr Hart stated that "Mr Nosenko was
responsible for the discovery of a system of microphones within the
U.S Embassy in Moscow which had hitherto been suspected but
nobody had enough information on it to actually detect it. But Mr
"X had given approximate locations of some of the microphones (3
months earlier Like Nosenko he did not know the precise location
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but he knew the mikes were there and could indicate some specificoffices where they could be found The actual tearing out of wallswhich Mr Hart mentioned would have been done and the micro
phone "system found without Nosenko's information Contrary to
Mr Hart's statement the KGB would "throw away already-compromised information to build up a source of theirs Mr Hart simplyhid from you the fact that this information was already compromisedwhen Nosenko delivered it

Mr Hart's other proof of toserl.o's credibility was as follows Mr
Hart said "A very high level KGB penetration in a very sensitive
position in a Western European government was on the basis of Mr
Nosenko's lead arrested tried and convicted of espionage There is
no reason to believe that the Soviets would have given this informa
tion away. End of quote Now Mr Hart was presumably referringto a man we can here call "Y although his case is very well known
to the public Did Mr Hart really not know or did he choose to
hide from you the fact that "Y's reports to the KGB were known to
Mr "X, the earlier defector The KGB knowing this cut off con
tact with "Y immediately after "X's defection "Y's uncovering
was therefore inevitable even though "X had not known "Y's
name Nosenko added one item of information which permitted "Y
to be caught sooner that is all How then could Mr Hart have said
"there is no reason to believe that the Soviets would have given this
information away" The reason that "Y was already compromised
was perfectly clear in the files which Mr Hart's team studied

Mr Hart also told you that Mr "X had confirmed Nosenko's
claimed positions in the KGB This is not true Mr "X said on the
contrary that he had personally visited the American Embassy sec
tion of the KGB during the 1960—61period when Nosenko claims to
have been its deputy chief and knew definitely that Nosenko was
not serving there

So these are some of the matters affecting Nosenko's general credi
bility which may be important to you when you assess the meaning of
Nosenko's incredible testimony on Oswald

Now Mr Hart also distorted the CIA's performance in getting
the facts about Oswald from Nosenko Your committee staff report
had it right before Mr Hart came forth Referring to the Agency's
questioning of Nosenko on July 3 and 27 1964 the report says that the
CTA's questions "were detailed and specific about Nosenko's knowledge
of Oswald The questions were chronological and an attempt was made
to touch all aspects of Oswald's stay in the Soviet Union. Close quote
Moreover the CIA gave Nosenko a transcript of his own remarks so
he could add any more he knew or correct any errors This is from
your staff report pages 7-9

But then came Mr Hart with his sweeping denunciations of CIA's
"miserable and "dismal and "zero performance and stating flatly
that "there was no effort being made to get at more information (No
senko) might have. Mr Hart thus led Congressman Fithian to sug
gest that the CIA had not even taken "the logical first step of getting
Nosenko's information and led the chairman to conclude that no in
vestigation of Oswald's activities as known to Nosenko had been made
In this Mr Hart concurred
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In truth of course there was nothing more to be got from Nosenko
unless it would be later changes of earlier details as happened when
your committee questioned Nosenko If there had been more we would
have gone doggedly after it of course We were not the incompetents
Mr Hart made us out to be Your staff report said that Nosenko "re
'cited the same story in each of his three sessions with the committee
The word is apt Nosenko had "recited that story before to the CIA
and FBI each of which questioned him systematically about it So
why did Mr Hart give his own Agency a "zero on all phases of the
handling of Nosenko Surely he was seeking to fling mud not to give
serious answers to serious questions His effect was confusion

Mr Hart also suggested to you that CIA just didn't investigate the
validity of what Nosenko had said about Oswald That is equally false
What else for example was the purpose of our subjecting Nosenko to
hostile interrogation and subjecting his information to meticulous in
vestigation whenever we could Those 40 file drawers are full of the
results

But of course we were not able to check inside the U.S.S.R. as the
Warren Commission noted We didn't have other sources in the KGB
who were connected with this Oswald case But think how lucky we
were to have even one inside source on Oswald inside the KGB Of the
many thousands of KGB men around the world CIA had secret re
lations with only one and this one turned out to have participated
directly in the Oswald case Not only once but on three separate oc
casions When Oswald came to Russia in 1959 when he applied for a
visa from Mexico to return to Russia: and again after the assassination
when the Kremlin leadership caused a definitive review of the whole
KGB file on Oswald How many KGB men could say as much CIA
was thus unbelievably lucky to be able to contribute to the Warren
report In view of other suspicions of Nosenko the keyword in that
last sentence is "unbelievably.

Gentlemen I hesitate before replying publicly to Mr Hart's false
charges for a number of reasons

For one thing I found it hard to imagine myself in the position of
defending myself against the CIA before the Congress My record
should have been ample protection against that

Then too I'm comfortable in the knowledge that my honor and
integrity although torn to shreds by the CIA before this committee
and the public remain intact with those who know the truth

And of course my embarrassment my public dishonor count for
little compared with the reputation of a Government agency which
must uphold an image of integrity To call public attention to the way
the CIA misinformed you might cause it embarrassment I do not want
to harm the CIA which has enough real enemies

For without the CIA who would remain to oppose the relentless
work of subversion and deception and penetration being directed
abroad by the KGB against our country Who would oppose that
arrogant and brutal instrument of repression in the secret dark places
where it works

Finally it was this thought of the KGB which decided me to come
before you Some of the mud the CIA spattered on me might have
clouded your view of the KGB's relations with Lee Harvey Oswald as
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given to you by Yuri Nosenko of the KGB The flying mud may have
screened important aspects of the case By wiping some of it away I
thought I might help you to restore what seemed to me a clear presen
tation of the facts in your committee staff report—written before
Mr Hart's testimony

What I seek is to let the facts carry the day to wipe them clean again
for your inspection You need not accept either the beseechings of
Mr Hart or any counterargument from me But my hope is that you
will not let the facts get obscured by emotional distortions or
irrelevancies

Mr Chairman my prepared statement continues now with a series of
remarks on a series of issues of interest to the committee which is the
detention of Mr Nosenko I have already mentioned to you that I think
it irrelevant to your concerns but since it was a matter of considerable
concern to you and of interest to the public I have prepared a few
pages here which I can either read or use in response to a few questions
you may have

Mr Plum R Let me suggest that you read them
Mr D C Thank you sir
The detention of Nosenko has been described in sensationalist terms

by Mr Hart and as he clearly intended has caused some outrage on
the part of the committee I want to deal with it because the committee
has been led to consider it not because it is truly pertinent to your
concerns Mr Hart and Mr Nosenko use it falsely as an excuse for

discrepancies in Nosenko's reporting But this is a distraction filling
Mr Hart's testimony in place of discussion of Lee Harvey Oswald

Mr Hart's bias must have been evident to all He expressed his per
sonal view that the treatment of Nosenko was "absolutely unaccept
able and he introduced terms like "bank vault to imply inhuman
treatment He led Mr Sawyer to talk of a "torture vault and "par
tial starvation and gave the idea that Nosenko was subjected to un
bearable heat or left shuddering in the wintry cold He portrayed the
conditions in terms leading committee members to use words like
"shocking and "horrible. Yet at the same time Mr Hart was de
scribing himself as a "historian bound by known fact In fact he
misled you about almost every aspect of the detention

Had he in fact bothered to collect facts from all concerned you
would have gotten a quite different and more rational point of view
one which deserved at least some respect if for no other reasons than
that it prevailed within Mr Hart's own organization for 3 years

In fact one overriding flaw in Mr Hart's version of these "horrible
matters is that the Agency leadership—serious and responsible peo
ple—had approved Nosenko's detention and at least the broad outlines
of his treatment Mr Hart's way around this was to suggest that Mr
Helms was not aware of what was going on Mr Helms has belied that
and indeed has called into question some of the impressions conveyed by
Hart to the committee concerning Nosenko's treatment

I participated in most of the discussions about the detention and I
remember the circumstances pretty well Let me propose to you the ex
planation I would have given you had I been the Agency's representa
tive What I knew may be more valid than what Hart has selected from
Agency records and colored in sensationalist hues
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In the first place let me remind you of the reasons for the detention
Mr Helms described a few of them but Mr Hart did not give you the
picture at all This is important for if Mr Hart succeeds in dismissing
and deriding the case against Nosenko and all its implications he robs
the detention of its context and purpose and truly makes it as Mr
Dodd put it "outrageous. Here is why Nosenko was confined

First during the initial period of freedom after his defection when
his handling was identical to that of any normal defector Nosenko re
sisted any serious questioning It was not that he was "drunk around
the clock as Mr Hart put it he was usually sober when he deflected
questions changed the subject and invented excuses not to talk

Second his conduct and lack of discipline threatened embarrassment
to the Agency during his parole in the United States Remember he
had not been formally admitted to this country

Third there was a documented body of evidence not "supposed
evidence"—that's a quote from Mr Hart—beyond any explanations
of bad memory or misunderstandings which made it likely that
Nosenko had been sent by the KGB to mislead us It was not juridicial
proof but it was taken very seriously by the Agency's professional
leadership who were neither fools nor paranoids

Fourth the implications underlying this very real possibility were
too serious to ignore Among them were these two That Lee Harvey
Oswald may have been a KGB agent and that there was KGB pene
tration of sensitive elements of the U.S Government

Fifth if we were to confront Nosenko with the contradictions and
doubts while he was still free he would be able to take steps to evade
further questioning indefinitely

Sixth there was a special urgency to get at the truth of Nosenko's
reports about Lee Harvey Oswald because of the time limits imposed
on the Warren Commission

The legal basis for the detention has been explained to you by Mr
Helms It had as we understood clearly at the time the approval
of the Department of Justice and other Government agencies We
did not think we were doing anything illegal at least not until the
time had stretched out beyond reasonable limits at which time we
began to prepare for his release Nosenko himself didn't seem to con
sider it "illegal at the time it doubtless seemed a logical intensifica
tion of the severity of the screening process which he knew he had
to go through He did not complain of violation of any constitutional
rights nor ask for a lawyer An innocent man might have protested
and resisted but Nosenko was engaged in a contest and knew that
he was failing to convince us—as indeed he freely admitted (he said
he was "looking bad even to himself but had no way to explain the
many contradictions ignorances and errors) He complained about
cold and heat but not as far as I remember about the fact of deten
tion and interrogation

There were two basic requirements for the detention That it be
secure and that Nosenko not be able to communicate with the out
side—with the KGB or with unwitting helpers Therefore we needed
a separate isolated house in a rural or thinly populated area as far
as possible from other houses with discreet access for the comings
and goings which an interrogation would require The Office of Secu
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rite found a place but as I remember it was not easy and the rent
was high

The actual conditions of detention within the house were not de
signed to cause him discomfort—or for that matter comfort either
They were to be healthy and clean He was never touched or threatened
and he always knew he wouldn't be he could always resist a line of
questioning by simply clamming up with a shrug there was nothing
we could do about it

Nosenko complained about the heat in summer His window was
blocked not to cause him discomfort but to avoid contact with the
outside A top-floor room was chosen in preference to a basement
because it would be dry and healthy while the basement would be
damp When it became stuffy Nosenko rightly complained and as I
remember an effort was made to improve the situation I think a
blower was installed to keep the air moving but perhaps this can be
checked in the files

I don't remember any complaint about cold in the winter If there
had been I cannot imagine why he would not have been given extra
blankets and I do not believe the complaint is justified

His diet was planned always in consultation with a medical doctor
To accuse the Agency of trying to subject him to "partial starvation
is unjust to imply that Nosenko's handlers wanted to but a medical
doctor "intervened (as Mr Hart said) is to distort the facts The
doctor was consulted in advance at every phase of the detention and
checked Nosenko regularly I can't remember the time period but I
think it was weekly It might have been every 2 weeks The diet was
made more or less austere depending on the situation at any given
phase of the interrogation but it was always a healthy one

The time frame has been much distorted here We did not foresee
a long detention—as both Mr Helms and Mr Hart have said The first
step and perhaps the only one which required detention was to be the
confrontation the hostile interrogation I do not remember how long
we thought it would last perhaps somewhere between 2 weeks and 2
months From then on the detention became extended phase by phase

First the hostile interrogation The results surprised us Before we
suspected Nosenko might be a plant afterward we had come to think
moreover that he might never have been a true KGB officer and that
he surely had not held certain of the positions in the KGB which he
claimed (This view was reinforced in later questionings.)

At the conclusion of the hostile interrogation in which Nosenko
hirr,self admitted that he "looked bad even to himself Nosenko was
entirely willing to submit to a systematic debriefing He said that we
had been right to separate him from drink and women and make him
work seriously He did not complain then of the conditions of detention

So berran the second phase a systematic questioning of the sort which
we would have done with any normal defector under conditions of free
dom Nosenko ate ouite good food got books to read and cooperated

bout omplaint (except when it got too hot)
The third phase was a second hostile interrogation using the new

in termetion derived from his questioning and from outside investina
tie s in the meantime It deepened our suspicions gave us more insight
into what might lie behind him and produced some confessions of
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minor lies—which did not remove the doubts for the new version
contradicted other things he had said But he did not confess to Soviet
control During this period his diet was made more Spartan and he
was not given reading material

Nothing was harmful to Nosenko however You have only to listen
to his complaints (lack of reading material and other diversions being
about the worse) to realize that this was not "torture whatever
Nosenko's advantage in making it appear so

After the second hostile interrogation—I don't remember the date
I believe it was late 1965—excuse me late 1964 Nosenko was moved
to the second holding area This we can call the fourth phase

Much has been made of CIA's constructing a house to hold Nosenko
But the true explanation is far less lurid than Mr Hart would make it
seem A new safehouse was needed because time erodes the security of
any safe area it was time to move There was no thought about how
much longer the detention had to last Nosenko was still in the United
States on parole to the CIA we would not under any circumstances
have certified to the immigration authorities that we considered him
a bona fide immigrant On the contrary we had a mass of reasons to be
lieve that he was a KBG agent sent to harm the interests of this coun
try So what could we do about him The first thing in view of the
serious implications underlying this suspicion was to clarify the
doubts to the best of our ability And at that point we still thought
there were ways to learn more enough to justify continuing the effort

Suitable rural houses near Washington were of course hard to find
expensive to rent and involved leases for minimum period security
hazards and the threat that breaches of security might make us move
again and again And such holdings areas required a large guard
force

So the Office of Security considered it not only safer and better for
our purposes but also cheaper to build a place on Government-owned
land than to lease a new house pay the guards make the alterations
et cetera for a period we could not control

As to the design of that house Mr Hart invented the term "bank
vault, which is a catchy phrase but a purposeful misrepresentation
a misrepresentation of his own Agency's motives The facts were these
The house was to be separate but to hold down costs it should be as
small as possible There were certain minimum requirements an inter
view room a room for Nosenko and a room for the guard or guards
It should require as few guards as possible It should have an open
air exercise area but not such as to let him see where he was And as in
the earlier safehouse he should not be able to communicate with the
outside hence no windows To prevent tunneling his room should be
of stronger construction Now to go from these last two criteria as
Mr Hart did and say that "in addition to the vault which surrounded
it, is to misstate the truth

The house was designed by the Office of Security which was respon
sible for all the physical aspects of holding Nosenko At no time did
any representative of the Office of Security express any dissatisfaction
with the manner of Nosenko's handling nor disagreement with the
suspicions of Nosenko which underlay the detention



601

It has been said that Nosenko was kept in solitary confinement
and unoccupied with a special view to influencing him to confess In
fact there was no alternative to solitary confinement (could we have
found him a companion) and it was physically impossible to arrange
to question him constantly One day of interrogation requires at least
a day and perhaps more of report writing and a day or more of in
vestigation and later sessions take time to prepare And for almost
all the people involved there were other responsibilities other tasks
the work went on even outside the Nosenko case How Mr Hart could
imagine that the Agency leadership (professionals with experience in
interrogation) thought Nosenko was under constant questioning is in
comprehensible to me Mr Hart says we interrogated Nosenko for 292
days out of 1,277 That makes about 1 day in 4 if you let us off for
weekends and that sounds about right and normal If I once wrote
that the time between questionings would make Nosenko ponder
then I was rationalizing inevitable gaps not planning an unbearable
isolation for the man

The detention had positive results We got as we never could have
otherwise the bulk of what Nosenko had to report pure and free of
any outside coaching We were able to detect just how ignorant he
was and in just what areas We could probe the limits of his knowl
edge and they were rigid even in connection with things he had
claimed to have lived through (Much like his recited story of Lee
Harvey Oswald.) We were able to apply test questions to refine or
test our hypotheses in the absence of a confession But limited by
morality and the law we were not able to get a confession In retro
spect with the benefit of hindsight I suppose that we would have done
just as well to give him better food more books music a big bed
games and occasional informal conversations But that was not clear
at the time

But we could hardly in good conscience under our responsibility
under the parole sponsor him for U.S immigration It took a white
wash and pretended belief in his tales to accomplish that

Now I want to address myself to the question of disposal
Here the extent of CIA's irrational involvement with Nosenko be

comes blatant Mr Hart read (with relish according to my friends
who watched on TV) selected items from some penciled jottings in my
handwriting which left with you the impression that I had con
templated or considered (even suggested as more than one news
paperman understood him) such measures as liquidation drugging or
confinement in mental institutions

I state unequivocally under oath that
First no such measures were ever seriously considered
Second no such measures were ever studied
(What "loony bin" How "make him nuts" What drugs to induce

forgetfulness I know of none now and never did nor did I ever try
to find out if such exist The whole subject of "liquidation was taboo
in the CIA for reasons with which I wholeheartedly agreed then and
still do.)

Third no such measures were ever suggested as a course of actioneven in intimate personal conversations
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Fourth no such measures were ever proposed at any level of the

Agency
Of course Mr Helms when he testified before you hadn't heard of

those penciled notes neither had anyone else
I do not remember making any such notes And I have had much

time to try to remember However I can imagine how I might have
Responsible as I was for this "abominable case I was called upon
to help find the best way to release Nosenko—without a confession cent
sure that he was an enemy agent In an effort to find something merit
ing serious consideration I suppose that I jotted down one day every
theoretically conceivable action Some of them might have been men
tioned in one form or another by others I doubt they all sprang
from my mind (I cannot even guess what "points 1 through 4 might
have been the ones Mr Hart declined to read because they were
"unimportant. I guess that means they weren't damning to me.) But
the fact that the notes were penciled reveals that they were intended
to be transient the fact that "liquidation was included reveals that
they were theoretical and their loose undignified language reveals
that they were entirely personal for my fleeting use only In feet
none of these courses of action could have been morally acceptable
to me nor conceivable as a practical suggestion to higher authority

Mr Hart admitted or proudly claimed that he himself discovered
these notes in the files Although he recognized their purely personal
nature that they were not addressed nor intended for any other per
son nor had any practical intent he chose to bring them to show and
tell to the committee and to the American public Did he feel this
a moral duty Or was it simply part of his evident intent to deride
and destroy any opposition to Nosenko Could he have done it for
reasons of personal spite Whatever the answer the cost seems too
high He was discrediting his own Agency for a matter without
substance

I cannot remember any concrete proposal for "disposal being male
(luring my tenure You understand of course that "disposal is
merely professional jargon for ending a relationship which began
with "acquisition. Those are two words that go together being
"acquisition and "disposal The course the Agency eventually adont
ed seems in retrospect the only practical one I think the Agency did
well to rehabilitate Nosenko and as I thought put him out to pasture

However I cannot understand why they then employed him as an
adviser as a teacher of their staff trainees in counterintelligence
The concrete suspicions of Nosenko have never been resolved end
because they are well founded they never will "be cleared up and go
awes. Mr Hart and Admiral Turner may frivolously dismiss them
ns they have done before your committee but the doubts are still there
and it is irresponsible to expose clandestine personnel to this
individual

In conclusion Mr Hart's testimony was a curious performance One
wonders what could drive a Government agency into the position of
Trying to discredit and bury under a pile of irrelevancies the reasons
to srspect that the Soviet Union sent to America a provocateur to
mislead us about the assassin of President Kennedy pleading irration
ally and misleadingly in favor of a KGB man about whom serious
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doubts persist misrepresenting invidiously its own prior action
denigrating publicly the competence and performance of duty of its
own officers and dredging up unsubstantial personal notes left care
lessly in a highly secret file folder to falsely suggest in public the
planning by its own people of the vilest forms of misconduct

As the Congress is conspicuously aware the veil of secrecy can hide
irresponsibility and incompetence But behind that veil the CIA
used to maintain unusually high standards of honor and decency and
responsibility and did a pretty competent job often in the face of
impossible demands The decline of these qualities is laid bare by Mr
Hart's testimony—to the Agency's discredit to my own dismay and
to the detriment of future recruitment of good men who will not
want to make careers in an environment without integrity

The Agency need not have gone so far After all Nosenko's bona
fides had been officially certified Those who disagreed were judged at
its highest level to have besmirched the Agency's escutcheon Not
only are they out of the way but everything possible is being done
to see that no one challenges Nosenko or his ilk ever again The
Agency need only have said this much and no more

That Admiral Turner's personal emissary went so much further
suggests that the Agency may not after all be quite so sure of its posi
tion Perhaps it fears that this committee wondering about this de
fector's strange reporting and unconstrained by CIA's official line
might innocently cry out "But the emperor has no clothes! This
might explain the spray of mud to cloud your view

Mr Chairman I appreciate the opportunity to appear before this
committee My only regard is that I have not had the opportunity to
answer publicly charges that have been made in public And I should
also like to point out in closing that in making this presentation and
in responding to your questions today I may be limited by the fact that
the Agency has denied me access to certain documents which I requested
be made available With that in mind I will be happy to address any
questions you may have

Mr PREYERThank you Mr D C
Mr Fithian Mr Klein will be recognized for questioning Would

you prefer to ask questions before Mr Klein
Air FITIIIAN No
Mr PREYER I recognize Mr Klein at this time
Mr KLEIN Mr D C. you referred in your testimony to the memo

that was provided to this committee by Mr Hart The actual memo
was not provided a typewritten copy of that account was provided
JFK F-427 I will ask the clerk to show you a copy of that document

Mr Chairman that has already been previously marked into evi
dence in previous hearings

In looking at that document do you recognize the words as being
your own

Mr D C No as I said in my testimony I can't remember any such
document However I wish to point out that I also said it is not at all
inconceivable to me that such a document existed and I did write it

Mr KLEIN Some of the questions I will be directing to you refer
to the letter I believe that is also being put into the record It is JFK
exhibit F-136
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You have testified that you were directly responsible for the case
of the KGB defector Yuri Nosenko from 1961 to 1962 is that correct

Mr D C Yes
Mr KLEIN Was learning what Nosenko knew of Lee Harvey Oswald

a major objective of the CIA during those years
Mr D C This question has arisen in some of the previous questions I

have read There may be some question about the word "major.
I would like to say the question of Lee Harvey Oswald was major in

deed in our thoughts We had in our custody the only witness to Os
wald's life in the Soviet Union So it was certainly important

The information which Nosenko gave about Oswald was so circum
scribed so rigid that we took it we questioned him as you know and
got to what we thought were the limits of his knowledge It was not
expanded to anything he really lived through It was there We
thought we had it We questioned him in Geneva I think twice It is in
the record We talked to him here about it The Bureau had him then
afterward In the conditions of detention it was part of the systematic
questioning to which I referred in my testimony It was dealt with
seriously But I don't believe we had much hope of getting any deeper
into it We thought Mr Klein that we had what Nosenko had to say
about Oswald Now whether that's giving it proper importance it
was—well of course it was important but we didn't keep going back
day after day for 1,000 days to keep asking him can you think any
thing more about it

The answer is yes it's important no we didn't pound on it inces
santly as perhaps a major or important subject might be pounded on
But I say even now having read excerpts of your talks with him and
having seen one or two things change I would say perhaps we would
have made changes in the story

Mr KLEIN Was determining whether Nosenko was telling the truth
about Oswald was that a major objective

Mr D C Yes it was
Mr KLEIN. And did you believe at that time that if Nosenko was

lying about Oswald that that could have immense implications
Mr D C Yes but the lying about Osward was in this sense parallel

to the lying about several other things a lot of other things
As you saw when I took this one case the case of Lee Harvey Os

wald and took it through our or my thought processes if you like
I couldn't find any logical or any illogical explanation for why he
said what he said about Oswald

So of course finding out why he was saying it or whether he was
telling the truth was of immense importance As you see independent
of all the other aspects of Nosenko's bona fides we could come to a
point of extreme doubt of his bona fides solely on the basis of the
Oswald case

Mr KLEIN Now you quoted from our own report about the detail
and specificity of the July 3 and July 27 interrogations of Nosenko
when he was asked about Oswald in the Soviet Union

Do you know of any other sessions when Nosenko was questioned
specifically in detail about Oswald and Oswald's—about Oswald in
the Soviet Union

Mr D C I don't know I can't remember I cannot remember I do
know that in our office we spent—now in my office at this time Mr
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Chairman I would like to point out as I mentioned in my opening
remarks about my career that during the period from 1962 to about
1965 I was in charge of counterintelligence within the Soviet bloc—
Soviet Russian Division

','e were the operational element probably most closely involved
with the Soviet intelligence aspects of what would come cut in the
Oswald case along with the counterintelligence staff as you know

We did—because we had sources defectors and experts at our be
hest—we did dig We thought well what can we supply how can we
shed some light on this thing This was on everybody's mind and it
was extremely important to us

I remember for example the passing out of questions to certain
defectors who were working with us from the KGB predecessor or
ganization and their information their questions their comments
were brought into us and to the best of my knowledge were made
available to the Warren Commission

This is not Nosenko you remember This is other sources about
Oswald

There were a number of questions which Mr Epstein got and pub
lished in his book as an appendix through the Freedom of Information
Act which came from my section He calls it 44 questions but the way
it is organized in the book it is a lot more than 44 questions because each
one is a group of questions

Now we passed that to the Cl staff which was our channel and liai
son to the Bureau and it was passed to the Bureau and there was a big
back and forth about whether they would or wouldn't service these
questions in their dealings with Nosenko

They were quite detailed questions as they had to do with Soviet
procedures primarily Those questions were I gather never serviced by
the Bureau

I can only say in retrospect—and here my memory fails me slightly—
that by giving them in through channels to be put to Nosenko somehow
we dropped them because I don't believe that in the conditions of deten
tion I don't think those so-called 44 questions were put to Nosenko

When I look back on it that is something that I would have to
answer did we do absolutely everything I think it would have been
extremely interesting and I don't quite understand if we didn't why
we didn't

Mr KLEIN I lost one point you were making You said you gave
them to the Bureau and the Bureau did not ask the questions Bureau
meaning

Mr D C The FBI
Mr KLETN Didn't the CIA have custody of Nosenko at all times
Mr D C No As has been said custody is not the word here Respon

sibility for the questioning of Nosenko on Lee Harvey Oswald was very
firmly in the hands of the FBI Believe me we were extremely con
scious of this and if my memory is right I believe we were enjoined at
the time not to question him

Certainly there was no doubt that by giving him the body the man
Nosenko into the hands of the FBI for as long as they wanted—I am
talking now about conditions of liberty of course in this period imme
diately after his defection—that the United States—the appropriate
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U.S organization for the inquiry into Nosenko's knowledge of Lee
Harvey Oswald our duty was accomplished

We had given him and it was the Bureau's job They did their
questioning

You know I don't know to this day exactly what they asked him
I learned more from your staff report than I had known before

Mr KLEIN Is it your testimony that the Agency was constrained
from asking Nosenko questions about Oswald's activities in Russia
because the FBI had primary jurisdiction in this

Mr D C Yes I think so
Mr KLEIN Even Oswald's activities abroad
Mr D C Oh yes That was the only thing that Nosenko could bring

to the FBI That was all Nosenko had is Oswald in Russia
Mr KLEIN That was the full extent of Nosenko's testimony
Mr D C Yes he was allegedly a KGB officer who had dealt with

the case within the KGB Of course this was all he had to offer The
fact that this was handed—the Bureau had this authority or this
responsibility it was perfectly clear to us at the time

Mr KLEIN How was this matter made known to you that the FBI
would do all questioning—would be responsible for questioning Nosen
ko about Oswald's activities in Russia How was that made known to
you

Mr D C I don't remember It must have been a result of normal
interagency liaison although nothing was really very normal about
anything having to do with the President's assassination

I would suggest that the best person to answer that question would be
someone on the counterintelligence staff which controlled directly our
liaison with the FBI

Mr KLEIN Mr Chairman I would ask at this time to have—
Mr FITHIAN Mr Klein may I interrupt just a minute here
I would like to ask a question on this and if I ask it later it will be

as disjointed as can be
If the FBI had responsibility for the questioning of Oswald which

I believe you just said
Mr D C Yes
Mr FITIIIAN [continuing] How then could you testify earlier as

I believe I understood you to testify that the questions you asked and
the answers you received from Oswald—from Nosenko about Oswald
I think you said the Oswald case alone disproved Nosenko's bona fides

Mr D C I didn't say disproved I said it was a factor in testing of
bona fides I don't think I said disproved because the word "prove
is a tricky one in this case

Mr FITHIAN That is not the burden of my question The burden
of my question is if there was this clear jurisdictional division are you
saying or aren't you saying that the CIA did or did not question
Oswald—question Nosenko intensely or otherwise about Oswald

Mr D C Oh yes I would be glad to review what I said about
that

During the period when we were dealing with Mr Nosenko in
Geneva we—this was an active hot operational matter there was no
question of FBI at all—we were face to face with a man who was in
the jargon of the Agency was an agent in place—Nosenko before his
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defection who was meeting us under clandestine circumstances in
Geneva He was telling us about Lee Harvey Oswald

We of course took that and got it as straight and as thoroughly
as we could under those circumstances

After he defected and came to the United States it was through
the channels that Mr Klein is interested in—it was made clear that
the FBI as the primary investigative agency on the President's
assassination would manage the further and detailed questioning of
Mr Nosenko in the United States on his knowledge of Lee Harvey
Oswald

Later after the detention—as I mentioned we tried to get some sort
of admissions from Nosenko by the act of hostile interrogation Those
as far as I remember—there were no questions involved in there be
cause there were no contradictions about Oswald and I don't think
that was part of our hostile interrogation

But subsequent to the hostile interrogation as I say we were able
for the first time because this man had resisted it earlier we were
able to ask him the kinds of questions we would have asked him had
he been free any normal defector

We got to the questions and back to the questions of Lee Harvey
Oswald in the course of that systematic debriefing That I think will
explain the dates Mr Klein that are in your report which I didn't
know I don't remember They were July 3 and 27

Again I learned from the report or I was reminded by the report
that the detention and the hostile interrogation began in early April
As I remember it the systematic questioning continued through the
summer and as a part of the questioning not with any expectation
that there was more to come that we would have to contribute about
Oswald but because we wanted to do everything we could to get his
full story before the Warren Commission closed its doors we did ask
him about these matters

The result was
Mr FrrrnAN Even though at that time you did not have—the FBI

still had jurisdiction
Mr D C The question wasn't—in fact Mr Fithian the question

was no longer I think—we didn't feel any constraint during this
period of detention There was nothing preventing us from talking to
Nosenko about Oswald

The only thing that may have inhibited us was the conviction that
he had no more to say about it Certainly I think the comparison of
what we got in Geneva and the rather systematic questioning in July
there wasn't any more substance to it

He was making certain statements and those statements were either
true or not true But they were certainly very limited I think we
could list the number of facts he gave us about the Oswald case and
they would not be a very long list They have to do with how he heard
about it and what he heard about Oswald's attempt at suicide about
Oswald's psychological assessment they did or did not do in the KGB
or in a Soviet hospital on Oswald These facts lined up have not
changed and they have not increased by subsequent questionings And
I think by the time we were talking about while Nosenko was in
detention and we could have asked him as many questions as we
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wanted to I think our feeling was that we had his story And I think
subsequent events have borne that out

The only thing I regret as I say is that those 44 questions which we
had passed to the FBI I don't think we should have felt any inhibition
about asking Nosenko those at that time I don't think anybody should
have any inhibitions about asking Mr Nosenko those questions today

So I hope that answers your question
Mr FITrrIAN I was just unclear
Mr D C While he was in detention we didn't feel strongly con

strained There was not much thought—the Bureau was always—the
FBI was always aware that if they wanted to talk to Mr Nosenko
again that they could have him at any time they wanted There was
no question of keeping him away from the FBI With the FBI's
knowledge of this case the FBI's interest in this case he was always
there If they wanted to come to the CIA and say "Look you are
custodians of Mr Nosenko We would like to talk to him, they would
have talked to him again

Mr FrrmAx The reason I raised the question was I inferred from
your response to Mr Klein you somehow felt ruled out jurisdictionally
because that was the FBI's province

Mr D C I would say prior to the detention yes
Mr FITHIAN Only for one time frame
Mr D C Yes I think from the time of his defection or the time

of his arrival in the United States until the detention And as I say the
detention was designed to do a hostile interrogation not to question
him systematically In fact the hostile interrogation was a confused
and confusing operation which didn't succeed but it was strictly
focused on contradictions in his story And as I state there were few
enough if any contradictions visible within his story of Oswald that
there was nothing there we could hook onto and use with any impact

Mr FITHIAN Thank you
Mr Kr :rx Is it your testimony that whether it be very early or

later on that the CIA did make every effort to get all the information
from Mr Nosenko that it could get and to find the truth—all the
information from Nosenko about Oswald that it could get and to
determine whether that information was true or not

Mr D C There are two questions I think I separated them in my
letter The question did we get all the information And then you
said

Mr KLEIN You attempted to get all the information from Nosenko
about Oswald You can take that one first

Mr D C OK It would be very easy and I would in good conscience
say yes But over these past weeks I have had a lot of time to think
about it what did we know what could we have done And the only
thing that sticks in my mind right now that would have been perhaps
useful for the record was to ask him those questions which our experts
knowing internal Soviet procedures had dredged up about—which
were not all to do with Oswald and they had nothing to do with his
knowledge of Oswald They had to do with Oswald's own story which
has to do with his meeting with Marina his permission to marry
Marina his exit of Marina from the Soviet Union all of these things
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that have to do with Soviet internal procedures where we consider
ourselves particularly well informed because we had access to some
former KGB people who knew these procedures

By the way they have said they said at that time—well their
reaction to the story was quite violent I understand that you have
talked to some defectors on this subject

But the reaction of the KGB men to the Oswald and Marina story
and most particularly to Nosenko's story about the failure to talk
to him and the ease with which he married this lady and so forth they
believed that this is not possible as given Strongly they believe that

Mr KLEIN I think my question sort of got lost But is it your testi
mony that at some point the CIA did try to get all the information
that they could from Nosenko that he knew about Oswald

Mr D C About Nosenko's knowledge of Oswald yes
Mr KLEIN And at some point did the CIA try to do its best do

whatever was possible to determine whether the information Nosenko
gave about Oswald was true

Mr D C I would say our efforts in this respect would be on two
planes One is to check out the facts and those facts as I think Mr
Helms told you here can only be found within the files of the KGB
And second to find out whether Nosenko as such is telling a true story
In other words is his story—is all of his story true and therefore is
his story of Oswald potentially true And in that latter respect I would
say we made a heroic but unsuccessful effort I say unsuccessful be
cause we didn't prove it

As I told you today—I hope I got over to you the fact that I am
convinced that the story cannot be true

But that was the result of a long and strenuous effort
So my answer to your second question is yes indeed
Mr KLEr_r It is also your testimony that prior to the hostile inter

rogations the CIA did not concentrate on the Oswald question because
the FBI had primary responsibility for that issue even though it dealt
with Oswald's activities in Russia

Mr D C Correct
Mr KLEIN Mr Chairman I would ask that at this time I read into

the record page 7 from a document received from the FBI which is
responses to questions that this committee posed to the FBI I cannot
pert the entire document into evidence because portions of it are secret
But the portion I propose to read is unclassified

The question posed to the FBI by this committee was
Did either the FBI or the CIA have primary responsibility for investigating

Nnsenko'sstatements about Oswald If neither had primary responsibility was
there any divisionof responsibility

The answer and I am quoting
The FBI had primary responsibility for investigating Nosenko's statements

about Oswald that pertained to his Oswald's activities in the United States in
cluding the assassination of President Kennedy The CIA had primary respon
sibility for investigating Nosenko'sstatements about Oswald's activities abroad

Mr D C I find that absolutely incomprehensible because Nosenko
could not conceivably have known anything about Oswald's activities
in the United States The FBI would have had nothing to talk to him
about
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Mr KLEIN In effect what this document would seem to say is that
for everything that Nosenko knew about Lee Harvey Oswald the
CIA had primary responsibility of finding it out and investigating it

Mr D C Absolutely that is what that document says to me yes
Because it couldn't possibly have been the agreement between the
FBI and CIA at that time because as I say there is no use talking to
a Moscow-based internal security officer of the KGB about a man a
former Marine of the United States who came to the United States—
who had lived in the United States before he came to Russia came
back to the United States after he lived in Russia and at some point
along the way killed the President of the United States How in the
world would this man have had anything to say on the subject In
fact he would have shrugged and said "No I don't know anything
about it.

DIr KLEIN So we draw the conclusion from this that the CIA was
of the opinion that the FBI had responsibility in this area and at the
same time the FBI was of the opinion that the CIA had the primary
responsibility in this area

Mr D C Certainly not The FBI talked to this man for days They
could have terminated their so-called responsibility in 5 minutes had
they thought that we were responsible the CIA was responsible for
talking to him about everything to do with Oswald in Russia

Mr KLEIN Well you are disputing that statement is that right
Mr D.C Oh yes And I have a feeling that there is some misunder

standing there I can't believe that anybody said that seriously
I have no memory of any such thing being said at the time because—

perhaps they meant you know—it couldn't mean that they felt that
the FBI had—no they were talking about Oswald not about Nosenko
No I cannot understand it

Air KLEIN So you dispute that
Mr D C Oh of course
Mr KLEIN Well
Mr D C But I suspect it is a misunderstanding rather than a

misstatement
Mr KLEIN You testified earlier that you did not recall any other

sessions where Nosenko was asked detailed specific questions about
Oswald in Russia other than the July 3 and July 27 statements which
were mentioned in our report is that correct

Mr D C That is correct One reason I think perhaps you have the
whole picture is that there were pretty careful records kept In re
sponse to your questions to the agency or—I am sure you had got all
of the pertinent files and had there been anything else it would have
been clearly indicated

Mr KLEIN I should state for the record we have read those files
and we know of no others

Do you have any recollection of how long these two sessions were in
time

Mr D C You mean the July session
Mr KLEIN July 3 and July 27
Mr D C No I take it that information came from a document Did

it give any indication of the time Because
Mr KLEIN I should state for the record the sessions are on tape
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Mr D C Well then there must be a way to know
Mr KLEIN How many hours as an experienced security officer

considering what you have told us was of importance to this question
of Oswald—how many hours do you think that the agency should
have devoted to questioning Nosenko about Oswald

Mr D C I would give you a practical answer to that question When
you are faced with a man who is telling you a limited number of
facts which have a very clear limit you can ask him the questions and
you can write down the answers and you can ask him the same ques
tions or related questions all day long

But I think that we felt that we had touched his limits and we
didn't just feel it we experienced it and that had we talked more
and more and more we wouldn't have gotten anywhere Therefore I
cannot guess how many hours one should spend asking the same
questions

I would add by way of comment to your question that had he lived
through the experience as he said we could have talked with him for
days Because you have a situation where a case officer named Rostru
sin or Krupnov if this man walks up and they talk about it and then
they go out and have a drink or they live through these experiences
that Oswald had been in a hotel and that there was this Soviet In
tourist woman who was in touch with him what exactly is her relation
ships with both KGB and what did she think about this guy and did
you talk to her and when—these are things which would go on and on
and on had there been a genuine contact

But the one thing I have noticed is that your complete information
about Oswald and ourselves or the FBI's run to a few pages never
more You can't expand it You reached the limit Therefore my
answer to your question is I can't guess how long you can spend on
this man but I don't think it is any longer than we did spend

Mr KLEIN Is it your testimony that 5 or 6 hours would be adequate
for this issue

Mr D.C I am sorry That is a very difficult question to answer
Mr KLEIN I should state for the record that the committee has heard

the tapes of these two sessions and they lasted combined approxi
mately 5 or 6 hours That is where the figure comes from

Mr D C I don't know You are talking about a matter of hours—
was it 6 hours or 12 hours or even 30 hours Perhaps there could have
been more

Mr KLEIN Now are you familiar with the person who questioned
Oswald on July 3 or July 27

Mr D C No I can't remember who it was If you tell me his name
I am sure I would remember But—it was presumably a member of
my division or my section I would say—at that time the counter
intelligence section of the Soviet division

Mr KLEIN My only hesitation is
Mr D.C It doesn't matter
Mr KLEIN [continuing] Is the security aspect
Mr D C Unless you want to ask me about some document Excuse

me for my question
Mr KLEIN What I do want to ask you is do you think if you have

Nosenko as he is speaking about Oswald and you said it was an
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important issue that the person who questioned Nosenko about Oswald
should be somebody who is experienced in KGB—questioning KGB
defectors

Mr D C I don't know You have people available for questioning
and their manner of questioning is more or less detailed and more or
less competent depending on their training and depending on their
personal inclinations or capacities

Everybody has to get his experience somewhere I think many officers
I have known have done brilliant and complete interrogations without
any prior experience

No I don't think it is necessarily relevant to be systematic about
this There was an implication in one of the reports I read that this
man had not carefully studied the matter of Oswald before asking the
questions of Nosenko I think probably more could have been done
there

Mr KLEIN When you say that everyone has to get their experience
somewhere do you think this situation would have been a proper
place to give somebody experience in questioning a KGB defector
talking about Lee Harvey Oswald

Mr D C Yes I think it would—in other words it is not grotesque
it is not unheard of to have a competent person—I am sure that the
man who was sent—as I say I don't remember who it was—I am sure
he was not an incompetent

When we are talking about questioning anybody about anything
we are talking about a personal capability personal professional com
petence rather than experience let's say with a Soviet defector or
with anybody else He could go down and question a businessman
about his business

Mr KLEIN Well to question a businessman say about his business
do you think that he would have been very familiar in the facets of
the business—and my question is would the person who questioned
Nosenko about Oswald would you expect that that person should be
very familiar with the facts of Oswald's life and especially everything
we knew about Oswald in Russia

Mr D C Yes
Mr KLEIN And this committee as is stated in the report ques

tioned took a deposition from the particular agent who was assigned
to question Nosenko about Oswald and was the only agent who per
formed that questioning on July 3 and July 27 and he stated that his
knowledge of Oswald came from the media what he had read as all of
us look at the newspapers and hear on television

Do you think that is a satisfactory way to investigate what Nosenko
knew about Oswald

Mr D C The word "satisfactory is a difficult one
Mr KLEIN Adequate
Mr D C Certainly not maximum Certainly not desirable No I

would be inclined to think that it was not—it was certainly not
maximum

Mr KLEIN Do you think that had the person who questioned
Nosenko been very familiar with all aspects of Oswald and experi
enced in KGB and spent more than 5 or 6 hours questioning Nosenko
about Oswald and perhaps the CIA would have come up with more
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relevant information in determining whether Nosenko was telling the
truth about Oswald

Mr D C No
Mr KLEIN You state in your report that the chairman of this com

mittee due to Mr Hart's confusing testimony
Mr FITHIAN Mr Klein are you departing that particular line of

questioning now
Mr KLEIN I am going to come back to it But you certainly can ask

a question now
Mr FITHIAN I have had the feeling subjective today that perhaps

hearing your testimony and what else we have found out that it would
be fair to characterize your major interest in Nosenko as not being
Oswald—either because you touched the limits of his knowledge in
formation or for whatever reason—and that it would be fair to say
that your real interest in Nosenko as an individual was the potential
penetration of American Government potential penetration of your
own agency determining whether he was sent here to mislead your
agency sent here to undermine Mr X whatever

In other words the intelligence operations that he might be able
to lead you to were of a great deal more interest to you than Oswald
Isn't that fair to say

Mr D C No no it isn't Mr Fithian
1 would like to correct some of the impressions given in this field

by Mr Hart among others
During the period of Nosenko's clandestine meetings with us before

his defection and during the period of his questioning under condi
tions of freedom in the United States he was treated—and his infor
mation was gone at—precisely as would any other defector

The most important information he had to offer was got at priorities
were established he was questioned on everything he knew including
Oswald During the period of confinement he was also questioned on
everything he knew including Oswald

Now if the case as a whole seems to bear this counterintelligence
flavor I would like to say that is probably determined by the fact that
Mr Nosenko was an internal security officer of the KGB He was ques
tioned early on both in Geneva and here on his knowledge of anything
to do with Soviet politics Soviet personalities on the economic or in
ternal relationships with the leadership any type of policy informa
tion that he could give from his knowledge as a KGB officer

These are things which some KGB officers have had knowledge of
In other words we don't write them off They are not nearly as valuable
as sources of intelligence are for example officers of the Soviet Army
or * * * [others]

But nonetheless they are not necessarily zero especially having to
do with political information I would say we made every effort to get
what this man Lad on other things that we were not just slanting our
questions in order to determine whether he was a plant

However during that questioning we continually found reason to
suspect that he was a plant but that was not our purpose as it has been
stated to this committee

Our purpose was to get what he knew He didn't know much That
is a fact That isn't our preconception as Mr Hart
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Mr FITHIAN You mean he didn't know much about any area
Mr D C No sir Well what do you mean by any area
Mr FITI3IAN The areas you questioned him on
Mr D C The areas I mentioned on Soviet politics economics and

so on he knew effectively nothing IIe had nothing that was of any
intelligence value

Mr FITHIAN «%ell I had some other questions but that would kind
of lead us far astray

Mr KLEIN I don't have a whole lot more
You stated in your letter that the chairman of the committee due to

the confusing testimony of Mr Hart was led to state that no investi
gation of Oswald's activities as known to Nosenko have been made

Mr D C Yes
Mr KLEIN And that that was incorrect
Mr D C Oh yes
Mr KLEIN Would you tell us specifically what the CIA did to

investigate what Nosenko said about Oswald in Russia
Mr D C The context of that statement by the way as is put in

my letter has to do with the getting—it is in the paragraph of that
letter which talks about getting the information from even though
we are talking about investigation

This is as I read the transcript It may not be correct It may have
meant indeed the investigation of the information which had been
gotten

Mr KLEIN Right Distinguishing taking a statement from inves
tigation using investigation in that way would you tell us what
specifically was done to investigate this case

Mr D C Yes with pleasure
First of all the best way to investigate it is to check parallel

sources of information In this case the only parallel source of infor
mation which could tell us confirm or deny whether Lee Harvey
Oswald had or had not been questioned by the KGB or had or had
not had any relations with the KGB or some of the other things
Nosenko said could only come from the KGB or Inturist or from
some of the personalities in contact with Nosenko in Russia We had
no such sources

Second we would probably go into—I am not sure what the tech
nical term here is—we would consult experts We would take
Nosenko's information and see whether it made sense in terms of
the knowledge our knowledge of the Soviet Union

That would not be a reference merely to files That would be the
questioning of all available sources on this subject That is the point
I made that we did go back to every one of our defectors not only
on Nosenko's story but on Oswald's story directly

That would be about all—except finally the attempt to determine
how valid that information was in terms of the man's total credi
bility which means investigation under interrogation

Mr KLEIN Now consulting of experts—you told us that although
you spoke to some defectors that they never used the questions is
that right

Mr D C No no no They made reports They made comments
and reports about internal Soviet procedures which bore on the
Oswald story Oh yes they did that They made reports
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Mr KLEIN So since as you say you could not go to the KGB
the only investigation that the CIA did in this matter was to con
sult other defectors about procedures in the KGB

Mr D C Other defectors other knowledge available to the Amer
ican intelligence community

Mr KLEIN Well what specifically
Mr D C Excuse me
Mr KLEIN I say other than defectors who else did you specifically

talk to to investigate
Mr D C Talk to Oh let me think Talk to May I ask you to be

very precise in your question as to what aspects of the story you
might be talking about Is it Nosenko's story of Oswald Because
If it is it has to do with the procedures of admission to the Soviet
Union the series of events that occurred to Oswald in the Soviet
Union the suicide and things of that sort

Mr KLEIN And you are saying that you investigated this—these
statements by Nosenko how by speaking to

Mr D C Well who would know about let's say procedures for
the admission of people into the Soviet Union Who would know
about—the main source the most valued source we have ever had
on things from this very closed society where these regulations and
these procedures are in no sense open to the public the best source
we have had of course is defectors and that is over a large number
of years—many years

The result has been we have accumulated this information and
have turned out general reports and kept them up-to-date on what
certain Soviet procedures are

Those would be consulted In other words written reports back
ground information Surely we checked that

Mr KLEIN So in general you checked the reports that had been
accumulated over the years but not specifically written for this case

Mr D C And then questioned people specifically about this case
those sources we had

Mr KLEIN Who did you question without saying a name—if you
questioned defectors how many

Mr D C Defectors
Mr KLEIN How many did you question
Mr D C Certainly a minimum of three and as many perhaps

as I would guess—my memory really isn't sure because I wasn't as
closely aware of some of these other things I would imagine that
we sought or got reports from more than those three the three that
I know of How many more I don't remember

Mr KLEIN And were their records and files of what these—all the
people that you questioned are those records all made of what they
said when asked specifically to comment on this case

Mr D C I don't know that Mr Klein I don't know
Mr KLEIN And other than the number of defectors at least

three anybody else that you questioned or did you do anything
else to investigate what Nosenko said about Oswald

Mr D C The word investigation is bothering me a little I don't
know what you mean If you mean to look into it to verify it by what
ever information we had about Russia what other sources are avail
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able You have overt information and you have information which
has come from covert sources

Mr KLEIN What I am saying is—I am not stating at this time that
there are other possibilities.I am just asking what—is that the extent
of what you did to investigate it

Mr D C We are talking about Nosenko's story which is Oswald in
-Russia

Mr KLEIN Yes
Mr D C What you do to investigate that in the United States is go

down to the neighborhood and you go talk to people But we had no
sucll access to people inside the Soviet Union There was a tremendous
limit to our ability to investigate this in orination

Therefo oe if these out iders talking about procedures or what
would or wouldn't be done normally sound like a somewhat inade
quato of investigation it ,vas the only one at our disposal

Mr KLEIN As I say your statement is that there was investigation
I am iu.st trv.n~r to asreitain

M D C I mentioned investigation on those three grounds the
third of those grounds being the attempt by interrogation to get at
the veracity of Nosenko in general and Nosenko as a source on Oswald

Mr KLEIN And we have already discussed the extent of the ques
tionieg of Nosenko on the Oswald matter That was those two sessions

Mr D C The questioning of Nosenko on the Oswald matter was
limited to those two sessions I believe because you have told me so—
plus ihe session is in Geneva

Mr KLEIN Do you recollect in Geneva that you spoke in detail with
iii about Oswald

'Mr 1) C The words "in detail are hard to say because the condi
tions of a clandestine meeting are never satisfactory You cannot sit
down and be systematic because you don't have that much time There
are other things we talked about

Mr KLEIN Did you ever question Marina Oswald about what hap
pened in Russia when she was with Oswald and compare that to what
Nosenko was giving you

Mr D C To my knowledge the CIA had no access whatsoever to
Marina Oswald and I have no knowledge of any CIA contact with
her at any time

Mr KLEIN Did you ever ask the FBI to question her specifically
.about the issues you were interested in

Mr D C Yes
Mr KLEIN Is there a written request for that
Mr D C I would suspect so yes
Mr KLEIN And did you get any answer back
Mr D C No
Mr KLEIN The FBI
Mr D C No I don't believe that we would have asked them to ask

her something to tell us because this would have been a violation of
what the FBI considered its charter in this case

Mr KLEIN So you didn't ask them
Mr D C We would give them questions to ask her We would re

quest them or suggest to them that they ask Marina certain questions
That yes but not with the idea of reporting back to us because wa
wouldn't have any right to do that
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Mr KLEIN You wouldn't have any right to have the FBI give you
their reports on Marina Oswald

Mr D C Oh yes we would have a right to ask them to give the
reports But we didn't say why don't you ask this This is essentially
why we are doing it We gave them a request for information and said
will you go ask these questions

That is the history of the famous 44 questions I spoke about a mo
ment ago

Mr Kr Err. Weren't you interested in the answers to compare it to
what Nosenko was telling you

Mr D C Yes indeed But the answers to
Mr KLEIN That Marina gave the FBI to compare it to what

Nosenko told you what happened
Mr D C We would have been very happy to have answers from

Marina and asked these questions But we could not operate through
the FBI to do this I think this is a thing that has come up in previ
ous testimony I think we were constrained that the Bureau felt very
strongly it was their responsibility

Mr KLEIN Did you ever make any attempt to study files you had
on other people who had defected Americans who had defected to the
Soviet Union and check what happened to them and compare them
to Oswald's

Mr D C Oh yes and the people who were doing that—by the way
I want to stress here that the agency component primarily respon
sible—I told you about our wholehearted effort and tremendous inter
est in this But the agency component handling the agency's require
ments on Lee Harvey Oswald were in fact the counterintelligence
staff They indeed did look into the experience of other defectors

Mr KLEIN Were their reports made on this
Mr D C I don't know
Mr KLEIN I should say for the record Mr Chairman that our

committee has seen these files but has never seen any reports indicat
ing that any kind of study was made to compare these people to Os
wald

Were the results of these studies put in the final report that you
people—that the Soviet Russia division published in I believe Feb
ruary of 1977

Mr D C No The Soviet Russia—may I speak about that report
The report the so-called final Soviet Russia division report has also
been misrepresented here What was being done in the so-called
1,000-page report or whatever one chooses to call it was to make
sense out of an incredible mass of material

It had gotten to the point there were so many interrelated cases
so much detail connected with Nosenko that somebody new coming
into the case could probably no longer master it What I sought to
do was to get each and every aspect of the case written up what No
senko had said what investigations had been made of it perhaps
even comments on it or further things to be done on it

That I don't remember—the exact format But I do know the first
two things were there what Nosenko had said and what our investiga
tion independent knowledge showed

This was put together with the idea of being a reference of easy
access not as a final report
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Now exactly what was finally said in it when it got into its eventual
form the so-called 400-page report I don't know because I wasn't
there and I had certainly not originally intended that compilation
had to be a final report

It has certainly been treated as such and has been described as
such here Perhaps there were passages in it which had the kind of
conclusions which I saw quoted—Nosenko was not this and was not
that and was trying to deceive and things of that sort

Perhaps they appeared even in that 1,000-page report But
frankly that wasn't its original intent and I don't remember their
being in there

Mr KLEIN Do you specifically remember a report where there was
a study of all American defectors to the Soviet Union and a com
parison

Mr D C No but I can assure you that the person to ask on that
would be the counterintelligence staff That was their responsibility

Mr KLEIN Do you recall any kind of effort to get hold of docu
ments letters diary written by Oswald and compare that to what
Nosenko was telling you about Oswald

Mr D C No no
Mr KLEIN When I asked you earlier about whether if you thought

that a more experienced person questioned Nosenko somebody who
knew more about Oswald did the questioning and whether there were
longer sessions whether that might have helped to get more informa
tion and get to the truth in this matter you said that you didn't think
it would help And in your letter to us you told us that you felt the
Agency did an adequate job and you compared what the Agency
learned about Nosenko and what this committee learned and said that
since we and the FBI didn't learn any more than the CIA that that
shows that the Agency did a good job

Mr D C Did an adequate job I didn't say did a good job
Mr KLEIN An adequate job
Mr D C Yes
Mr KLEIN Did the FBI have the same access to Nosenko that the

CIA had
Mr D C Yes As I remember I think he was delivered to them

I think they probably questioned him—I am not 100 percent sure
of this but I seem to remember that they questioned him on their
own premises In other words I think he was out of our custody in
the period he was being talked to by the FBI It is conceivable that
I am wrong and that the FBI people came to the house in which
Nosenko was living and talked to him there But I have some

Mr KLEIN I believe the record will reflect that was the case
Mr D C I'm sorry I don't remember
Mr KLEIN Do you recall the FBI having any access to Nosenko

after April 4 1964
Mr D C No Nor do I remember their asking for such access
Mr KLEIN So they only were able to question Nosenko for approxi

mately 2 months in 1934 is that right
Mr D C Correct
Mr KLEIN And you stated in your letter that they questioned

him
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Mr D C Wait a minute Excuse me You said were able to interro
gate him only during 2 months

Mr KLEIN They had 2 months
Mr D C You used the words "were able. They were able to talk to

him more if they asked for it I said that earlier today
Mr KLEIN Well you are saying they could have spoken to him after

April 4 1964
Mr D C Of course We would never have denied them access to

him
Mr KLEIN And your testimony is that they had questioned him

all they wanted and that is why they didn't question him any more
after April 4 1964

Mr D C Yes It is certainly my understanding
Mr KLEIN Mr Chairman again I would like to read from the re

port given to us by the FBI from page 5 This particular section
was read into the record at our earlier hearings I would like to read
it again

The FBI had no direct access to Nosenkofrom April 3 1964 until April 3 of
1969 and therefore was not in a position to make an objective assessment of
his bona fides nor of the veracity of information furnished by him Thus in
formation provided by him in early 1964was accepted at face value and qual
ified in terms of the source and the conditions under which it was received

Does that indicate to you that the FBI felt that the could have
interviewed him any time they wanted after April 4 1964

Mr D C Yes The phrase in there was they had as I understood
it—they had no access to him during that period They didn't suggest
I think by that phraseology that they were denied it I know of no
case in which the FBI asked for access to Nosenko or that anything
was said to the Bureau that suggested to them that they could not
have access to him during his period of detention

Mr KLEIN And you also compared the findings of the CIA with
the findings of this committee Do you think the fact that this com
mittee spoke to Nosenko 14 years later might have put the committee
at a disadvantage versus the position the CIA was in in 1964

Mr D C Normally I would say of course In this case I see no signof it
Mr KLEIN You don't think that the committee had any disad

vantage
Mr D C No I say I don't see any sign of it in the result On the

contrary I think you got everything and perhaps a bit more As to
whether the 14 years make a disadvantage in this case or not I would
say normally of course it would Everybody's memory fades especiallyof experienced events

Mr KLEIN Do you think that the absence of the investigative and
intelligence resources that the CIA had available in 1964 the absence
of that for this committee might have also made it more difficult for
this committee to conduct its investigation

Mr D C The absence of what—excuse me
Mr KLEIN The investigative and intelligence resources that the

CIA has available and had available in 1964 that that might have
Mr D C As I pointed out to you there were no investigative re

sources that you would consider serious ones inside the Soviet Union
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Mr KLEIN You don't think that the CIA had any advantage over
this committee as far as sources available to them

Mr D C I don't know what your limitations were Mr Klein I
would think that the type of sources that I have described would have
been made available to your committee had you asked them In other
words defectors available background information on the Soviet Un
ion and so forth I don't think that—well I don't know what other as
sets you are talking about or what other capabilities

Mr KLEIN You state in your letter that the committee came up with
only one fact

Mr D C Well I was talking there about the
Mr KLEIN Surveillance
Mr D C The surveillance
Mr KLEIN You are aware that the committee came up with numer

ous inconsistencies in Nosenko's statements
Mr D C I certainly am And I found them extremely well pre

sented
Mr KLEIN In the time the CIA had to question Nosenko can you

specifically tell us inconsistencies or untruths that the CIA pinned
him to

Mr D C In the details of the case
Mr KLEIN Yes
Mr D C The answer is probably no I don't—and the answer is

certainly no I do not remember any But as to whether there were or
not I don't remember

Mr KLEIN In the files that I have read I can state that I have not
found any And my question to you is if the Agency did an adequate
job then how is it that 14 years later this committee found incon
sistencies when the Agency never found any at the time

Mr D C Well some of those were changes in the story in the in
terim aren't they

Mr KLEIN That is correct But they came about from questioning
from checking prior statements questioning a number of times about
the facts 25 30 hours

Mr D C Yes prior statements
Mr KLEIN My question basically is did the Agency put the time

and resources into this so that if there were inconsistencies that could
have been found in 1964 they would have been found

Mr D C I am not sure that these inconsistencies did exist at that
time And certainly I am not sure that a questioning of him at that
time would have produced these inconsistencies I have no way of
knowing that

Mr KLEIN I am not necessarily referring to these particular incon
sistencies What I am suggesting is that if inconsistencies develop in
questioning of somebody now would it be a fair statement that ade
quate questioning in 1964 although maybe not developing these same
inconsistencies would have probably developed other inconsistencies
which could have been investigated and could have been the basis for
even further questioning

Mr D C I think that is unknowable I don't know
Mr FITHIAN On that point if I may acid Mr Klein—your own

professional judgment is that Nosenko is lying about his knowledge
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of Oswald in Russia or that he is intentionelly nilsrepresenting what

he knows to be factual about the KGB treatment of Oswald
Kr D C Yes
Mr F rrtTax I mean those are the only two possibilities

Ir D C Yes sir
Mr FrrHHLLXAnd that was your conclusion at that time
Mr D C The conclusion
Mr Frrm vN Let me just ask yoa You never would have put your

stamp of approval on Nosenko's~bona fides is that correct
Mr D C No one would put a stamp of approval on somebody

bona fides except as the result of a careful and considerable period
ror investigation that is any defector
Mr Flamm x I understand that
Mr D C And in his case it is suggested and has been suggest

to this committee that conclusions were drawn prior to his—first
of all prior to his reappearance in 1964 in other words after the
1i$ meetings and subsequently during that period before he was
incarcerated if that is the word The fact is that at all times in our

discussion regardless of what might—well let me start again That
at all times we left the door open to him for him to prove his bona
fides The key period in this in my opinion was in that period of

freedom after his defection where he was treated like anyone else
and we tried to go down and talk to him and so forth And there
were points or questions in our minds which we tried to approach
with him during that period

T would say that we went to the meetings in 1964 with a doubt in
the back of our minds But in no way planning to handle the meet
ings in a different way than would have been

Quit. a lot was made by Mr Hart about the duplicity with which
we talked about the settlement arrangements that would be niade
with Mr 1°losenko when he came to the United States This has been
the subject of some controversy since

My memory tells me that we were not and could not have been
authorized to e-~e else duplicity as such We were offering him the
type of settlement which we would have offered to that man had he
established his bona fides It was not duplicity as such

Now if you say at the same time that fellow who is Promising
these things is also the author of this paper over here which says
that we don't trust him or that there are some odd thiners here which
c,,n•c•nsiihe was a KGB plant T would say absolutely yes But is that
duplicity Because the door was always open for the establishment
of his bona fides

end as for the first hostile interrogation when we confronted him
with these contradictions I would say to you that we probably sm.-
pc-et-ea that he would not be able to clear up these things But we
didn't do it And there might conceivably have been some innocent
c-:planefmn of bath contradictions in his own story or oddities all
the things that Mr Dart or others have mentioned that there was
some—he was perhaps a pathological liar or that he was boasting
or he had a very strange memory a whole lot of things could have
come up

But what we had done in the meantime is to do a lot of investiga
tion on the side not only about Oswald and that we presented this

43—792—79—40



622

outside information to him asked him questions about it and found
that he was inexplicably unable to answer the questions

At what point has one concluded that this man—in other words
dismissed him as a source I don't think we ever did I don't think we
talked to him about Oswald until much later during the period we
are talking about here I don't think any less effort was made than
would have been made with a serious defector There were certainly
more troubles in getting details from him than from other defectors
but I think our posture face-to-face to him probably was not much
different than it would have been had we not had the suspicions in the
background It's the word "conclusions that bothers me It's the
conclusion what he might have said had we not had these preconcep
tions as Mr Hart put it

Mr Frrf x I was trying to get at a followup to Mr Klein's ques
tions Mainly inconsistencies occurred because stories didn't match and
so on but I was trying to ascertain whether or not in your judgment
since you did not believe him you had reason at that time either
because of inconsistencies or lies or whatever you judged them to be
to disbelieve his rendition of the Oswald story in Russia

Mr D C To the degree we had a suspicion of him at all the
answer is yes we had that much reason to disbelieve what he said
about Oswald in Russia Plus the fact the story he was telling about
Oswald in Russia was absolutely unacceptable to us alone as a story
for all the reasons we have already discussed It was an incredible
story and Mr Hart and others have stressed that and every Soviet
defector has stressed this

Mr PREYER I have to be at a meeting over at the Capitol at 12:45
p.m If you want to continue some questioning could you come back I
suggest if it's agreeable with everyone that we recess until 2 o'clock
today in this room and we can post a notice on the door if we have
to go to another room

The committee stands in recess
[Whereupon at 11:40 a.m. the hearing was recessed to resume at

2 p.m.]
ArrERxoo SEsSroN

Mr PnETER The committee will resume its sitting
The Chair recognizes Mr Klein to complete his questions
Mr KLEIN Thank you Mr Chairman I will be exceedingly brief

with only one question
Mr D C. to your knowledge is there any documentation reports

memos that fully describe the efforts made by the CIA in 1964 1965
1966 1967 to investigate what Nosenko had to say about Oswald

Mr D C No and I would say as of 1966 or 1967 when I cut off my
best guess is that such a document doesn't exist I don't remember
marking one and I am not quite certain what the reason for making
one would be

Mr KLEIN Is it normal procedure that during the course of the
investigation you wouldn't document the course of the investigation

Mr D C You would document everything you do but you certainly
need not go back and describe everything you did or everything you
propose to do I don't know who such a document would be directed to
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for example If one were reporting progress of an investigation there
would be reports of what was done and what not But this was onb
aspect of one larger investigation and I can't remember any document
being made up on the subject

Mr KLEIN Thank you I have no further questions
Mr PREYERMr Fithian
Mr FITHIAN Thank you Judge
My first question is less specific We'll have more specific ones later

But VI have always been puzzled since Mr Hart appeared before us
as to why the Director would accept a man who would testify in such
a way as to create smashing anti-CIA headlines out of that testimony
and that goes beyond what you said this morning as to his own per
sonal knowledge or credentials for making such testimony Can you
shed any light on that at all

Mr D C It goes without saying I have thought about this a lot
I think the dates of the Director's takeover of the agency may have

something to do with it He came in from outside very much outside
and he was faced with what to him was probably repulsive or abomi
nable state of affairs and he turns to what was then the recognized
expert the man who had just before his takeover of the agency con
eluded this study I have not seen it I understand it's bulky and have
no doubt as to its conclusion But I would say from the Director's point
of view this man might appear to be the expert even though he was

already retired at the time he did the 1976 study
Mr FrTInIAN Going back to Mr Hart's testimony on page 114 of

our record he says to this committee explaining how he would proceed
he says

Therefore what I have before me are a series of notes which were finished
about 8 o'clock last night based on guidance which I got at that time from
Admiral StansfieldTurner Director of the CIA

Mr D C I am mystified and have been asked the question and have
asked others the question and no one I know in the Agency during
my time or since has come up with any sensible explanation

Mr FrrmAN Your assessment orVjudgment as to why Mr Hart
was selected then stems from and concurs with what Mr Hart is
saying a little later in his testimony when he says since Admiral
Turner has become Director of Central Intelligence he has been quite
concerned about this case and he specifically requested I come back to
the Agency from which I retired in 1972 and give presentations to
agents on the nature of the case

Now my question is this since the Nosenko case became a celebrated
one long before this committee became interested or long before we
even knew he existed was Mr Hart's operation such that he would
be the logical person within the Agency or immediately retired from
the Agency to make the kind of presentations to "senior officials or
agents in the case that we might have expected

Mr D C No sir he was not
Mr FITI3LAN*May I reiterate in the record at this point what Mr

Dodd so ably did during the questioning that day and that is to say
that kind ofVtestimony didn't in any way square with what this com
mittee had requested of the Agency We had submitted to the Agency
a very detailed list of questions or concerns we had Mr Klein can
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amplify that of all our concerns Then they were sent over to the
Agency for a representative to discuss these matters I might state in
no way did the Department comply with the request It's worse than I
thought in this sense We were very surprised that day that the subject
of Oswald was not discussed after some 30 or 40 minutes of testimony
and then all the questions and even the statement that he was not quali
fied to comment on Oswald which happens to be the only thing this
committee was primarily interested in So I make that comment at this
point in the record

Now let me turn to your specific testimony Mr D C. and ask you
to refer to page 10 of your testimony

Prior to asking a question as to this particular page let me ask a
couple of background questions As a professional in this field I be
lieve I read into your statement here that it is highly unlikely per
haps totally improbable that someone with Oswald's particular back
ground would have been able to move in do the things he did in the
Soviet Union and move out without being questioned by the KGB

Mr D C That is absolutely my thought I would say it's absolutely
unthinkable and it's unthinkable for the Soviet defectors I know it's
unthinkable for anyone who knows the automatic procedures of the
Soviet Union there is no way he could have evaded this action

One described to me that the KGB as it would face an American
swimming into their sea it would be like a pool of piranhas insofar
as one could make a statement as dogmatic and final as that I would
say it can't have happened as described

Mr FITfIIAN Well then when Mr Nosenko told you told the
Agency that story that would have been as early as Geneva

Mr D C Yes
Mr FITHZAN Just prima facie doesn't this raise questions on the

part of the Agency as to credibility of this man at all I mean even
at the very outset the first or second contact you had with him in
Geneva

Mr D C Yes
Mr FITHIAN Now staying with the Geneva scene for just a minute

this is a digression but IVwas appalled at statements made to us some
where along the way Mr Chairman as to the techniques of question
ing Nosenko in Geneva that the CIA non-Russian-language person
doing the recording and—I have forgotten all the details I would
like some amplification because I occasionally vote on budgets around
here

Mr D C Yes sir A slight correction of dates and the manner in
which I entered into this case

I was in fact stationed in [West Europe] not in headquarters
in the Soviet Division at the time this case broke Therefore I came
into it if you like as the Soviet operations expert in that area

While I had given myself in the course of my career a lot of home
learning of Russian to the point where I occasionally served as a low
level translator for the Ambassador or interpreter in some of his con
tacts with the Soviet Embassy I was most definitely never fluent or
competent in the language But on the other hand this shouldn't keep
one from operating against the Soviet Union
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The contact made by a member of a Soviet delegation to that area
in this instance a disarmament conference in Geneva he says "I want a
contact with American intelligence, so somebody had to do that It
vvas quite clear I was the person to contact and I did

In the course of the first meeting with him both English and Rus
sian were spoken I told the man from the outset that I would ap
preciate his speaking clearly and relatively slowly and I would like to
break into English whenever possible and we tried to reach a language
of understanding At times either from excitement impatience or
whatever he expressed himself over a considerable number of sell
en es fast in Ru-sign where mv understanding of it was imperfect

I think at tlii l to (latte I to'd you this at a much earlier date
bat very early along our questioning of the man and of our writing
3(Torts on him we were aware of those points where he had said some
tihing and I had failed to understand simply because there were taped
recordings of these meetings

Daring the second meeting it possibly could have been the third
but i think it was the second—there was present in the room a native
speaking Russian officer to accompany me in my dealings with this
man

Although I came into it as a member of the * * * [an overseas] com
ponent of the Agency I was already known as particularly competent
and experienced in this field so it was considered as I think Mr Helms
said in 1964 it was considered a good face for the Agency a competent
qualified face for this extremely valuable source

Tnc from the second meeting on--even in the first meeting there
wee a few misunderstandings which consisted I believe of my taking
hot=s on certain things he said about his background The military
school which he attended was cited in your testimony and there were
one or two other minor things having to do with the manner of his
father's death I made a mistake I heard it wrong So in my initial
report to headquarters there were mistakes But at least for most of
that first meeting I had no doubt there was good understanding and
for all subsequent meetings there was a total understanding

To take misunderstandings which may have appeared in the first
cable and first meeting on insignificant matters and extend them into
a judgment as to the manner in which this source was handled from
beginning to end is confusing it misleads you and is unnecessary and
has no relevancy at all

I want to say the so-called drunkenness the heartfelt statement of
Mr Nosenko to Mr Hart "John I was snookered, he wasn't snook
ered he probably had a lot of booze but he was entirely lucid at all
times There was never a time when communications were broken be
cause of the influence of alcohol

Therefore I suggest that element of language misunderstanding
that you are speaking of and the element of drinking was artificially
introduced as an explanation and excuse for other irregularities in
Mr Nosenko's reporting

Mr FITHIAN Are you then saying that Nosenko used his drinking
to make up or cover up or disguise the fact he did not know answers to
certain questions or the account of that is erroneous
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Mr D C Yes later when confronted with that in Geneva in 1962
.he simply said "I was drunk or "I did not say that, or "There was a
misunderstanding.

In one case Mr Fithian a very important case he described in 1962
his participation in an operation involving an American of which
we had a record In 1964 he denied any knowledge of that operation
at all It wasn't a question of a transcript being ineptly made by some
process I don't understand was not the transcript at all which entered
into this confrontation we brought back a tape This tape was loud
and clear We said "You don't remember this operation Here is your
voice. And he hears his voice loud and clear giving details of the
operation And his explanation was that he was drunk he had no
knowledge of having spoken to it a year and a half earlier It's my
premise that drunkenness doesn't give you second sight

Mr FITHIAN I think Nosenko used the term as to Oswald being an
uninteresting target Mr Epstein in his book perhaps makes a little too
much of Oswald's potential knowledge of the U-2 Am I off base on
that

Mr D C I think not It makes a good story It's logical but after all
this is something which escaped American attention I have had an
American friend who has come to me since then and said "You can't
expect me to believe the security review of Oswald failed to pick up
the fact he knew about the U-2. I don't think it's even been proven
he knew about the U-2 and I think it's the sort of thing that would
have slipped by in any instance He was at a Marine radar base 500
meters from where the U-2 took off and his radar unit tracked it Pos
sibly certain things as to speed and altitude might have come to
Oswald's attention

For example Mr Oswald's defection to the Soviet Union would have
been a part of naval intelligence to see what he knew or didn't know
and I have a hunch the most conscientious investigation you could
make about that man might not bring up the fact that his service in
that radar shack was in any way related to a highly secret operation
which was documented in totally different ways

I do agree with you that it's unlikely that the U-2 was the special
information that Nosenko—excuse me that Oswald told Snyder There
has been a lot of speculation as to the information of special interest he
had It may be he realized there was a special operation and this was
the special thing he had to offer to the Soviets but it's certainly not
provable

Mr FTTHIAN One of the central questions which may go
unanswered but I would appreciate your best guess I am not sure
from your testimony whether you believe that Nosenko came to the
United States became available as a defector—I conclude you believe
him to be a plant I am not sure as to what your real belief is as to why
he might have become the plant Some very wrapped up in the assassi
nation would have us believe this was of such tremendous potential
disturbing nature for Soviet-American relations that even if Oswald
didn't have that much of a role to play with the KGB they would
defuse anything that had to do with Oswald before they sent him over
here Therefore it might be worthwhile to send someone of Nosenko's
caliber
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The other possibility is the one I think you alluded to that is they
believed the kind of information agent X was giving was of such a
potential damaging nature that they should muddy the water and
send a plant calling attention to what he was testifying to

You call it on page 14 a "crude message. I take it from that you
have no definitive information But I would like to know what your
guess is

Mr D C It would be a pleasure to say
It seems to be difficult for Mr Hart or for anybody coining into this

case to make distinctions and one of the big distinctions is between his
contact in Geneva in 1962 and his recont acts in coming out in 1964 say
ing he was going to defect

In 1962 he made it absolutely clear to us that he would never defect
under no circumstances He had his family he liked living in the So
viet Union but he had certain undefined objections to the Soviet re
gime I was reminded in Mr Hart's testimony I think that he needed
some money urgently and therefore he was coming to us He not only
said he wouldn't defect but he wouldn't accept contact with us inside
the Soviet Union However he would see us whenever he came out on
official duty on Soviet delegations abroad

In January of 1964 he came out and stupefied us with this statement
that now he wants to defect I can assure you my first question was
"Why Didn't you tell us you never would

His answers were extremely vague "Well I think they may suspect
me I have decided to make a new life.

I asked "How about your family He said well he had decided to
start anew and they would be all right

Now I detect in that a tremendous change of course Therefore I
would like to answer your question as to what he might have been
about in 1962 and 1964

In 1962 I say in my letter and testimony he was deflecting informa
tion given 6 months before by defector X This was clear

There were such connections there was an astonishing overlap I
have dealt with many Soviet-bloc intelligence officers and of course
many would know two or three doing the same thing But the degree
his information coincided to certain information given to us by X was
simply not unacceptable but it was noteworthy

I would guess on that basis Mr Fithian that the purpose in 1962
was that this man was sent out to do a perfectly understandable coun
terespionage technique The question has been asked why the tremen
dous change between 1962 and 1964 His reasons make no sense They
are not convincing So what is it in the Soviet mind that would cause
a man to physically send a man out when they said they never would

By way of footnote I would like to say I mentioned in my testimony
the insight we got into this man is that he hadn't in fact held the posi
tions he said he had held Not only was he not a plant but he was not a
real KGB officer The reason we have what we have in this tremendous
volume of information is that we have that detention and we were able
to take it We had him sitting—lie tried to avoid him sitting down
but once we had him sitting down we could see he did not know about
the operations of his colleagues he did not know about his main target
he did not know those things
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But still in 1962 had he come out to see us in Copenhagen New

York or Buenos Aires he could have seen us only for an hour here or
there under tense circumstances where there would be no chance to get
into details under the controlled conditions I am speaking of

Therefore I think the Soviets had a good thing going had they left
the man where he was But as a defector they were running a big risk
This is not going away from your question because it involves the
decision to do this to change the course This is all assuming under

your category we are speculating that he is a KGB plant
Something made them want us to have him in hand as a defector

One of the possibilities could be the event which happened in the in

terim the assassination of President Kennedy and therefore he was
as you say used for this message because he may have been the only
valid controlled and trusted secret contact to CIA

The Soviets have shown a proclivity to use tricky methods like this
to give us messages through clandestine means going directly to the

President escaping suspicious desk officers But it's possible they
looked for a way to get a message of their innocence as to President

Kennedy's assassination If it was the best available channel I can see
the non-KGB or let us say a member of the Soviet leadership like Mr
Khrushchev himself may have said do it and the professional might
have said yes but the fellow might run into trouble and the reply
would be yes but do it

This is again in the realm of speculation
I only know of one other—by way of background—I only know of

one potential explanation of this man coming out to see us in short
stretches or the man putting himself into our hands as a defector

That has to do with an unrelated matter It is very difficult—it is
even more speculative than is related to the Kennedy assassination

In other words I sin not at all sure that the other speculation is any
more valid than what I have just said

So I would say that in groping for an explanation on the basis of
the hypothesis that he is a sent KGB agent one of the two things one
of the only two that I can think of is that he was sent to give a mes
sage to the Warren Commission

Mr FIT=rr,iX In that 1962 interview is there any reference made to
1 osenho's alleged role in recruiting American tourists

Mr D C Yes Ite said that at that time he had made his career from
1955 until 19—until the end of 1959 in the tourist department and he
spoke about it at that time In 1962 he had just gone back after a 2
veer period in the section working against the American Embassy in
_Mecow he had gone back to that section working against tourists
with a promotion

So needless to say he did talk about operations against tourists
Mr FTrIJLi Was there in that interview in 1962 anything which

tends to support his later claims of his position within the KGB
Mr D C Prior to his contact with us in 1962 he claims to have

made a brilliant career as an English-speaking case officer an opera
tions officer a man who gets out in the field a tough guy as he used
to call himself

He told of certain things he had done We checked t -m out It goes
without saying we were fairly meticulous about that We found only
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two operations in which he physically appeared at all prior to 1962
that we could confirm

In other words we were getting from him the statement of where he

was and then we were going back to what we knew about those opera
tions or else going out and interviewing the people involved

One was as a member of a team of about three three people in the

compromise of a tourist on homosexual grounds in 1956
The other was a junior officer a companion of an identified officer

senior officer of the tourist department of the KGB in meeting with
on agent of theirs whom the bureau had interviewed That agent's
testimony—I will say he was a person—this person's testimony showed
that Nosenko appeared exclusively as a junior member of the team I3e
had never appeared alone

rile other men who was an identified officer of the section of the
tourist directed section did r.11the questioning and all the control of
the meetings as testified by the agent

Now one of the interesting things about that particular case is the

meetings with Nosenko playing a junior role continued well into 1960
at a time when Mr Nosenko said later that he had shifted into the sec
tion working against the American Embassy in Moscow

Mr FITHIAx And held an important position in it
Mr D C The deputy chief of it
Mr FITImIANAnd you are saying that according to Soviet structure

that would be highly improbable
Mr D C Very I can't imagine why the deputy chief of a section

busy working against the American Embassy should accompany a sen
ior tourist department officer in meeting an agent who while admit

tedly American a resident—from time to time a resident in Moscow—
but primarily directed to tourist-oriented operations why he should
continue in that capacity

If we were the senior case officer and had a special relationship with
the man he would be acceptable quite no reason why not

They might feel no one else could do it as well and maybe this man
had some potential to talk about members of the American Embassy
I believe by the way that that is the way that Nosenko explained it
when we asked him about this

He knew people in the Embassy but that doesn't really check with
the story as given by the man himself when interviewed by the FBI

Mr FrIIAN Do you have any information on the treatment of
Nosenko's family in Russia after his defection

Mr D C There was a story as unlikely as the story I mentioned in

my testimony of Mr Epstein's being told by an official member of the
Soviet Embassy in Washington that Nosenko is the best qualified man
in the United States the best qualified man in the world really to talk
about Oswald in Russia

That other story has to do—let me see—with the approach by a
Soviet official to a large circulation magazine in this case Paris Match
offering a story to them illustrated by pictures a story of the pathos
of the family of Yuri Nosenko Colonel Nosenko I believe is one of
the many people who referred to Nosenko as a colonel having left his
family behind and how this would turn into—there would be a divorce
and these children were left behind
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He offered by way of illustration of this heartrending article a picture of two daughters I think as I remember—I think we got hold of
them—on a boat in a lake somewhere I suppose in Moscow

In other words here was a Soviet official coming and saying here
is the family In other words they were talking about the family For
the first time in our experience after a defection the wife and mother
of the defector came to the American Embassy to plead with the Em
bassy to I don't know give their son back or something I don't know
There had been at that time no precedent I believe since then there
have been one or two similar cases where the family has done this but
I can assure you that no family of any defector is going to be free to
go to the American Embassy in Moscow unless the KGB wants it that
way

So I find the whole family business from what we know about the
family after the defection very strange

As to their faith I don't think we do know At least not at the time
I left the operation I don't think we had any really firm information
about whether they had suffered or whether they just had gone ahead
with a divorce I am told by the way by some sources that if a man
defects he becomes automatically an enemy of the state and a divorce is
granted automatically

I was told unofficially somewhere in between after I had left the
case that if memory serves me that a divorce had gone through in the
Soviet Union

Now how that is known I have no idea Perhaps through Nosenko
perhaps he was notified in some way

Mr Frrxrnx I wanted to turn to what seems to me to be kind of
a curious situation I refer to the questions that you say you submitted
to the FBI

Just glancing over them there seems to be several questions in which
the CIA would have just been vitally interested in—how the KGB
works against American tourists for example any techniques any
process any procedure or whatever

I don't know Mr Klein I have not reviewed the interviews of the
23d and the 27th—I have not had them available to me so I may justbe covering ground that you have already covered

If that is so Judge we could save this time
But in the second question listed the second set of

questions
that

you gave to the FBI among others in that section was "Describe the
routine handling procedure of U.S tourists to the Soviet Union Was
Oswald's trip handled any differently

You alluded earlier this morning to the fact that you were always
trying to update your files on procedures It seems to me that you had
a potential at least a superb opportunity a person who had worked
in this sensitive area right in the area of one of the important pro
cedures as far as we would be concerned and that is safeguarding
American tourists from being somehow enticed away to become de
fectors and so on

Am I to believe that you submitted these to the FBI the FBI did
or did not use them you are not sure and then subsequently you never
really returned to this

Mr D C No I don't know how it got included in the questions
for the FBI for Nosenko because it involves the handling of tourists
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We did a very very systematic debriefing of Mr Nosenko on the sub
ject of the KGB's handling of American and other tourists in the
Soviet Union I must say that if I had to list the information which
is valuable that would be at the top of the list

He had that He gave it well We got it out and we put it into forms
which would serve the purposes that you just mentioned Mr Fithian

We circulated widely not only to those elements of the U.S Gov
ernment and even to the American public—I think a version was put
out into the public domain But to foreign liaison services to our
allies who themselves could draw value from knowing the techniques
of the KGB control and actions against foreign tourists in the
U.S.S.R

Yes indeed we did that Why it appears there I don't know
Mr FITHIAN Another is a question which seems logical enough If

you worked so hard at trying to establish Nosenko's authenticity it
would be likely that they would work equally hard on establishing
whether Oswald was bona fide or not

Mr D C Much much harder
Mr FITFIIAN Did you ever ask Nosenko
Mr D C Of course
Mr FrrHIAx Those questions
Mr D C I can only say the answer is of course I don't know what

the record shows but there is no doubt that we at some point showed
some—perhaps it was in the house—but we must have indicated to
Mr Nosenko our disbelief in this disinterest on the part of the KGB

I don't know what the record shows on that but it was blatant We
were aware of it at the time It seems almost unthinkable to me that
we didn't confront Nosenko with it and ask for an explanation

By the way I would think that this is one of the many times when
he I won't say clams up but when he stubbornly opposes the line of
questioning by simply repeating what he said before that is that it is
uninteresting uninteresting—at which a standard—I am not sure this
happened I am saying this is the way it would have gone—we would
have said "Well that doesn't answer the question.

This was an American young exmarine coming into your country
He would say he is unstable I am sure this was his line of defense
against this type of question—that this man was considered person
ally unstable and uninteresting—those words are used over and over
again I believe in the reports

I think Mr Klein knows the reports better than I do at this point
But he emphasized that the act of suicide or attempted suicide in
the first place showed that the man was unstable and after that the
psychiatric examinations which either were or were not done more or
less confirmed this To believe Mr Nosenko this suspended all their
procedures

Put that the question was asked to him how is this possible I have
no doubt It must have been

Mr FITHIAN Do you happen to know just from your own knowl
edge of Russian operations whether a person judged unstable an
American who wanted to defect and so on would have been per

m ted under Russian law or procedures to marry Russian citizen
Mr D C I don't know the answer to that question I don't know
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any relationship that she had to the IiGB in any way shape or form

Mr D C None whatsoever On the contrary he said she was an
uninteresting girl with no character nothing I remember this re
sponse about Marina

Mr FITErL You mean that is Nosenko's
Mr D C Nosenko's response as I remember I am surely not hav

ing a failure of memory here but I know that he must have addressed
himself and that we must have asked him about Marina

His reaction I know I remember his statement that she was of
no interest I think it may have been ill connection with why did they
let her go Weil she was of no value no interest it didn't matter
dumb girl something of that sort

Mr FrrtuAN Let me suspend at the moment I may not have any
more questions I thought I had one or two more as I walked back
over J udve

Mr PunYEIa Well I will ash a few and maybe it will refresh your
recoilectiot a

When you first brought Nosenko to this country there was a free
period as you described it in which he was treated like any other
defector

Some of the recent news stories some of the treatment is quite
free indeed I notice

But you indicated that he resisted norm l questioning during the
free period That resistance was more in terms of simply evading
your questions lie was not physically trying to evade you a

Mr D C No no no no It was in terms of e tiding the questions
Mr Pnuyrn But you felt he wasn't responding the way a normal

defector during that free period might respond in the openness
with which he would answer questions

Mr D C Absolutely
Mr PREIEI. Then you went into a period of controlled questioning

He was first confined to a safe house I gather somewhere in the gen
eral area here

Mr D C Yes
Mr PIuri-Eu When was he no longer allow od te.~use alcohol Or was

there ever any period in which he was never all( wed to use alcohol
Mr D C I would say the entire period of detention There was never

any question of his having any alcohol from April onward
Mr PREYER So as soon as i:e went from the free period of question

ing to the safe house controlled period all alcohol was barred from
that time on

Mr D C Yes sir
Mr Pavyvu On the question of hallucinations I think you indicated

that he did not suffer from any hallucinations from alcohol Did he
ever have any periods in which he hallucinated to your knowledge

Mr 1) C This is a debated question You may remember—in the
periods when he was alone not being questioned he sometimes spoke
to himself and he would toll his guards that "1 see something. That
is as I remember the form the hallucinations took

We were both concerned and interested in it The doctor went to
him Ile maintained he was hallucinating This was I believe a very
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i iods when he t es inface-to-face contact with someone in answering
questions

It isn't tree It n-a s rictly noted by the guards and Nosenko him
self saying tai to 'he! . l i doctor who is a trained psychiatrist his
opinion was that theee 1aein dons wel"e feigned I am certainly not
ouaii iecl to eay whether tire Vere or not

So the answer to your ~anestion i I don't know whether he was
actually hallucinating or not I do know that it had nothing whatso
e er at any time to do :rith the question sessions It had no impact on
his answers to any quo tions tinit he was ever asked

Mr Pr :yar Well once controlled questioning began you have
described it as somewhat spartan conditions I think you have helped
r=tore sane balance lo this nature of that question and confinement

Now you mentioned on the di-* your comments on that I gather was
that there was a d,ii+oerate edort to put him on a lean diet but that
that was checked with a doctor

M.I).C.Yee sir
Mr Pm.rEn At regular intervals
Mr D C Yes sir
Mr PI:LYF.r. How often did you see Nosenko yourself once he got

into a controlled period of questioning
Mr D C Frequently during the first period of hostile interroga

tion I believe that i id'_ I participated from the wings in subsequent
questioning but not tarectly face-to-face with Nosenko

Mr PREYER During the first period the safe house period would
von see him once a week or once a month

Mr D C Oh no I spoke about the hostile interrogation That was
daily That was for the period it lasted I actually can't remember
whether that was a matter of 1 or _)weeks It wasn't long It was a
very short period

Then I saw him very frequently indeed at the other side of the table
Mr PREYERWell when he went into what has been described as the

bank vault period of questioning was that the period when you did
not see him very often

Mr D C Well yes I did not see him during the bank vault period
at all I did not see him after the first hostile interrogation I did not
see him face-to-face even in the first holding area

In other words during this summer questioning the questioning
that followed the hostile interrogation and during the second hostile
interrogation I did not set 1_im I saw him no more after the month of
April 1964

Mr PREYER Well under whose direct control was he at that time
after you no longer saw him face-to-face

Mr D C Mine Your question was whether I saw him face-to-face
Mr PREYER Yes
Mr D C But direct control I would say in the sense of responsibil

ity for the interrogation and for the handling of the case
Mr PREYER These are all people in your division who were seeing

him and questioning him daily
Mr D C Yes sir
Mr PREYER What relation is Mr Angleton to your division
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Mr D C They are entirely separate Mr Angleton's counterintel
ligence staff has a staff role as against an operational or executive role
The Soviet division was the organization within the Agency specif
ically operating against the U.S.S.R and the satellites

We would run the cases handle the defectors plan and carry out
sometimes through people who were not members of the Soviet divi
sion of course in the stations abroad

Mr PREYERDid Mr Angleton ever see him face-to-face during this
period

Mr D C No sir Mr Angleton's role was as the overall agency the
seat of Agency expertise in counterintelligence in general He kept an
eye on these things and he would have an advisory role

In this particular case his role was conditioned by the fact that his
staff was managing the earlier defector X

Mr PREYER Were you aware of the two lie detector tests that were
given to him

Mr D C Yes sir
Mr PREYERWas it two or three
Mr D C I think three
Mr PREYERThree
Mr D C Yes sir Indeed I was aware of them
Mr PREYER Is it accurate that they were given to him with the un

derstanding that he would be told he failed the test whether he did or
not

Mr D C After the test yes That is true The first test given at the
time of his confinement but before he was told he was going to be con
fined he was simply taken and given the test

Now Mr Hart has said that there was already an extraneous de
ment added that somebody instead of putting on the normal three
controls of palm moisture and blood pressure and heart beat that an
additional thing something to increase his tension was put on him to
allegedly be capable of measuring brain waves

I don't remember that It is possible If he has the record that it was
done fine but I thought that the first lie detector test was given_
straight and there was indeed sir the intent to tell him that he had
failed it as the means of opening the hostile interrogation which
would confront him with all the collected contradictions in his story
and the data from outside his story which indicated that he wasn't
what he said he was

Mr PREYER You mentioned somewhere in your testimony about the
word "disposal being political jargon CIA jargon Disposal does not
necessarily mean liquidation in jargon or does it

Mr D C No sir I have never heard of the word being used for
liquidation I would like to just add one—as long as the subject comes
up once more—I would really like to say one more thing about
liquidation

I remember some years ago Mr Helms saying that not only would
there be no assassination murder liquidation any kind of this action
which has been in the jargon called executive action not only would
there not be any but there would not be any discussions or proposals it
would not be a subject fit for human ears within the agency

I have lived my time in the agency under that belief Like many
other officers of the agency were surprised when the publicity came out
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about someone had contemplated one or two or three of these political
assassinations they were counter to what I thought was the very spe
cific explicit policy of the agency

It was unthinkable that anyone could therefore have thought of dis
posal in those terms

Mr PRE "ER Well the question of disposal in the sense of resolving
this issue in some ways must have certainly occurred from—at increas
ingly frequent intervals I would think—where you have a man in this
controlled custody for some 5 years and where it became was begin
ning to become clear that you were not going to get much one way or
the other from him

Which gets back to the question of what you referred to as the
duped leadership and the idea that a small handful of you were aware
of this were aware of his treatment but that no one else was really
very aware of what was going on

Would you make periodic reports to somebody from time to time
of the progress or lack of progress that was being made

Mr D C Oh yes yes indeed
First of all who knew about it is the first thing—the small group

we are talking about consisted of everyone on that particular case
that operation everyone responsible In other words for the inter
rogation of Nosenko and the investigation of his leads and the use
of his information for whatever purpose within our agency which
meant primarily certain elements of the Soviet division Soviet bloc
division

It involved the counterintelligence staff as I mentioned because
of their advisory function in counterintelligence matters In that
case it meant the chief of staff and those members that he delegated to
be aware of this and there were several

pIt

meant the Office of the Chief of the Clandestine Services known
then as the Deputy Director for Plans and since changed to the
Deputy Director for Operations I believe the DDO his office and
the assistant DDO office DDP at that time—the assistant DDP's of
fice and those members of that office who needed to cope with the

agerOn upward to the office of the I guess—my dates may be a little
fuzzy—but I think the then-Deputy Director of the agency then
Deputy Director of Central Intelligence Mr Helms

It goes without saying if we are sending the doctor out to check
him next week or if we are planning to interrogate him on a certain
subject or if we are talking about making—giving him or not giving
him books to read or things like that that we would never go to
Mr Helms about that

But if we were planning an interrogation session on a certain sub
ject or planning something that was substantive or if a certain
amount of time had passed and it was just time to check in Mr
Helms was always available as I think he has testified

He was always available Surely as I read what he said I think
what he said was a very accurate reflection of what was really going
on In other words he got some of it but by no means all of it

He wouldn't have known that the man was hot or cold If the man
had been—if that had been a matter of policy to make the man hot or
cold he most surely would have known about it But the various little
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aspects of this holding certainly would not have been brought to his
attention routinely They would have been brought to the attention of
whoever was concerned

There was a lot of consultation in advance There was a lot of

periodic consultation—staff meetings I suppose you would call it—on
the subject As you say sir there was increasing concern as time went
on because I felt that Mr Helms was always aware (a) that what we
were doing was legal but (b) that it became more and more sensitive as
time went on and this couldn't go on indefinitely

He was as interested as he could be because he understood the impli
cations behind this operation which were immense and they went way

beyond Mr Nosenko They went to several other operations several
other * * * people who were in touch with us in one way or another

The implications underlying it clearly pointed at serious matters
Not only that Mr Oswald may have been a Soviet agent but also that
there would be penetration in the U.S Government

It followed logically as an implication of the fact that Nosenko
could have been sent—and by the way could have told us a false story
about his career I think that is a very menacing little piece of infor
mation because if he can lie to us about a key job during a key period
it would suggest to me that the KGB knows that we are unable to
check on this which I find disturbing

Mr PREYERWell you categorically deny then any implication that
this was the treatment that Nosenko and was known to only a handful
five or six people in the agency and that they were deliberately—I
think this is at least an implication from the testimony—deliberately
hiding it from the upper echelon of the CIA for fear that the planted
agent might get wind of it

Mr D C I certainly do categorically deny that There was—it is
fiction Within the agency it always works on the need to know and
some operations are kept tighter than others But a defector in our
hand unfortunately by the very nature of things can't be very tightly
held

The number of people who knew about the case and generally about
what was going on were—was appropriate I would say there were in
our division alone there must have been five or six people directly
talking to Nosenko Plus those that were supporting them at the desk
plus the leadership of the division plus all these elements of the
counterintelligence staff

We are talking about a multiple of the five or six you are speaking
of It was done as any such operation would be done in the agene v

In other words all who had any responsibility would know about it
All who had any responsibility for that part eular line of work

Mr PRrYrR This question might be an invasion of privacy If you
don't want to answer it don't answer it I am just curious as to your
general political views—whether you are a liberal or conservative
I ask that because knowing some of your relatives and knowing their
views they are hardly what would be known as hard line conservatives

There has been some implication that this group controlling
Nosenko was a very hard line group I don't know whether you want
to comment on what your political views are
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Mr D C Oh yes I would welcome that Insofar as the tradition
family and otherwise it certainly has been liberal indeed

My line of work has kept me apart from active political life in the
United States so I haven't identified myself in any way But I would
certainly consider myself very strongly middle of the road

Then we came to the whole question of being anti-Soviet or not
To say that I am hard line anti-Soviet anti-KGB anti—well that
is enough—Soviet and KGB I most assuredly am I think—I make
remarks here which I think even looking at them now seem fairly
firm about what the KGB is up to in terms of deception and sub
version

I have been exposed to the people who are doing it for a very long
time and none of them has ever given any other view of what the
KGB is up to That is just as much 1978 as 1962 or 1958 or 1952
before the death of Stalin Nothing has changed the basic thrust of
the KGB's work against this country

I found it tremendously rewarding as a career to be able to focus
on what was very clearly the enemy of our country—outside enemy
of our country—rather than some of these Third World things whic h
have caused such well really confusion in the motivation of some of
the men that have had to work with them

I consider not that I would have been—I might have shared some
of these feelings and I might have taken—might have fallen on either
side of the fence in those operations where we were supporting a
government or a political party in certain Third World areas

I don't know how I would have felt about it because I didn't have
to So I consider myself more lucky than anything else to have
avoided that But certainly the group who were exposed to KGB
officers day in and day out whether as adversaries or as defectors
are extremely anti-Soviet

I believe by the way that that permits me to be in American
political terms a liberal

Mr PREYER Yes I think Mr Moynihan and Ben Wattenberg and
a number of people of that sort would agree with you on that

Did you ever talk to Mr Epstein
Mr D C Yes
Mr PiEYEi About his book
Mr D C Yes Mr Epstein has made that clear publicly and'I think

there are certain things in the book which make that clear too
Mr Epstein got from others the basic outlines of the Nosenko story

and then made an approach to me and I of course refused to talk to
him

Later he came back a few months later and with a long letter tell
ing me some of the things he knew which were things which I would
never have thought could have gotten into the public domain At
which point I did accept to see him and he without my saying a word
exposed exactly what he had and what he was doing and showed me
what he was going to write which was in its broad lines the general
story of the Nosenko case and in its details full of confusion and
inaccuracies

So the primary help that I gave to Mr Epstein on that book was
to insure that at least the errors were not in there and that this book
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which was going to be the first time that the Nosenko story was going
to become public that at least there would not be egregious errors
There are some errors of emphasis which Mr Fithian has pointed out
which I happen to agree with But that is entirely Mr Epstein's busi
ness how he chooses to interpret what he hears

Several of the things are wrong and I gather they have even been
accepted by the CIA For example Mr Epstein insisted that there was
some sort of a cleansing of purposeful cleansing of the Soviet opera
tions of the CIA and people like myself and the chief of the Soviet
division were got rid of

I explained to him at the time I said I didn't think that should get
into his book because that was incorrect I told him how I had gotten
my assignment abroad and how I justified my leaving my headquar
ters position

I happen to know the way in which the chief of the division got his
overseas assignment It had nothing to do with any such plot

I think in retrospect that we would have both done better to stay
here and be purged if purging was in the mill In fact it did our
assignments abroad did occur in the normal course of events Mr
Epstein put it different

There are two or three things like that interpretations which I
most assuredly don't share But the facts that Mr Epstein has in the
book are generally accurate

Mr PxErxa Thank you
Mr Fithian
Mr FITHIAN Thank you Mr Chairman
Mr D C. do you think that the CIA did all it could to cooperate

with the Warren Commission
Mr D C Yes I do because—my exposure to it was by the way a

minor one I think—I know—on one of these occasions—it hasn't
emerged in the record and perhaps it will but I thought I had actually
gone over once with Mr Helms to the Commission

It was at a time when Mr Helms was making a statement—when
Mr Helms was telling—I think it is one of these things that has come
out in all this testimony [y exposure to it was practically nil I don't
know but the impression I get is that every effort within the cy
in every corner of the agency was to dig out everything we coulhat
could possibly help the Warren Commission in its job

I am absolutely convinced of that But I do stress that I am not in
a position to judge because it was the counterintelligence staff that
centralized the activity and all But I know that our people dug and
dug and dug

For example in my section at the time an officer went—we thought
what can we do how can we use the files of the CIA to contribute in
any way We decided to have a look at the photograph file of the
agency which is a rather extensive thing and see just what Minsk
looked like and what we could see the places that were in Oswald's
life in Oswald's background

It was a member of my section who dredged up out of files of the
CIA a tourist picture which showed Oswald in front of I believe the
opera house It was one of those columned buildings There was a
tourist group and there was Oswald
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This fellow came up to me and said look I have been looking
through pictures of Minsk and doesn't this look funny to you and
showed me this picture and that was him

That document of course is a part of the Warren Commission
report In other words we were doing everything we could think of to
do to help the Warren Commission Absolutely good faith

Mr FITHIAN I am curious At the very outset Nosenko appears to
be a fraud—that is pretty harsh but I will let it stand Assuming that
was your interpretation assuming you didn't get anything to persuade
you that you were wrong isn't 5 years I a long investment in somebody
that you thought was a fraud

Mr D C What do you mean by investment Mr Fithian
Mr FrruBAx Time money resources commitment
Mr D C No sir for what that meant that case is potentially the

most important and the most interesting operation possible because
as I say the implications underlying it—had we been able to prove
which we never were—we were certainly able to give operational indi
cations and enough to draw—operational conclusions at least as a
basis for further activity or investigations But we were not able to
prove that this man was a sent KGB agent

Had we proved it all of those implications would have come to
the surface and would have been investigated and I think the security
of the United States would have been the better for it So I don't
think this investment was too great

By 5 years you are presumably
Mr FrrmAx Is that longer than you worked with any other

defector
Mr D C Well it is absolutely unique in the sense that there was no

other defector that we gave either that much attention to or that type
of attention to

Mr FITHIAN But you concluded didn't you that he really wasn't
a very important person in the KGB

Mr D C I conclude that he may never have served properly within
the KGB That he was sent by the KGB to pose as a KGB agent there
is no doubt He is not a fabricator he is not somebody who pretends to
be just on his own He had detailed knowledge of KGB operations
which he claimed to have been part of his knowledge as an officer

Mr FITHIAN Is he the only person in your whole span that falls
in that category

Mr D C No sir
Mr FrrHIAx That is he was sent by the KGB
Mr D C No sir he is not
Mr Frn1IAx Well then I kind of repeat if that is your conclu

sion and if
;you thought him designed to mislead you to start with

you still don't think that much investment of time and resources and
so forth is

Mr D C No very much not so
If you know the man or you can make the operational assumption

that the man is being sent against you as we just have for purposes
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of this discussion you can read it in reverse and find out what really
lies behind this mission of the KGB

Those indications are very very interesting They are as good as a
look inside the KGB files

By the way I won't digress here for very long but I do want to
give you an example to illustrate my answer

Mr D C In the invasion of Normandy 1944 there was a large
tremendous investment in deception by which the Germans were led
to believe the main thrust of the invasion would fall on the Pas de
Calais region instead of Normandy Under General Patton an inva
sion unit was set up All the radio communications which would
accompany an army group was set up in trying to fool the Germans
in making them think there was a group there There were landing
craft much too far away to participate in the Normandy invasion
The result was the Germans were fooled and when the invasion struck
in Normandy I believe it was the 17 German army groups were held
at Pas de Calais because the Germans believed the Normandy inva
sion was a diversion They held the force there and as you know the
landing was nip and tuck for 4 days Had that German force in the
north been able to be present at the landing beaches it's possible the
invasion would have failed

The problem is had the deception been known to the Germans as
a deception it would have told them that first of all the 1st U.S
Army group doesn't exist and second that the diversion was toward
the Pas de Calais to the north and there was only one other place
for the invasion and that was Normandy

In other words the perception of the allied deception would have
been a spectacular piece of intelligence for the Germans I don't neces
sarily want to put this thing on the same scale as Normandy but
it has all the same effect If a perception is perceived it can be turned
against the deceiver and that is in my opinion what we did so long
as we made the operating assumption Nosenko was sent In other words
I do believe it was a valuable expenditure of time

Mr FrrmAN You think the mistake to depart from that interpreta
tion was a serious one

Mr D C Very More important in terms of lost opportunities than
the things I speak about in my prepared testimony about the exposure
of personnel to him I think it's bad enough to bring him onto the
premises and let him talk to counterintelligence trainees I think it
a very bad mistake to let him talk to our foreign liaison officials with
out informing them there is a body of evidence suggesting he is no
good I don't know exactly what they are doing but in Mr Helms
testimony I found an indication a statement that he was of value to
current counterintelligence investigations It suggests to me that
current information current activities are being exposed to him I
think that is a mistake

Mr FITHIAN You say in your letter to the committee in a para
graph you say if Nosenko is a KGB plant there can be no doubt that
Nosenko's recited story about Oswald and the U.S.S.R is a message
from the KGB Then you say by sending out such a message the
KGB exposes the fact it has something to hide
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As Mr Helms told you that something may be the fact that Oswald
may be an agent of the KGB

Do you have an opinion and if so will you provide the basis for
your opinion on two things (1) The likelihood of that and (2)
I am struck by the use of the word "fact"—that conveys to me a very
strong impression

Mr D C That was probably not the very best word I could have
chosen It was meant to be softened by the verb which was "may"—
one of these messages "may have been the fact that It was not meant
it was a statement of fact It just follows—perhaps I can put that
more felicitously by saying it would hide the possibility—instead of
saying the operation would hide the fact say the message hides the
possibility that this man is or could have been a Soviet agent By
a "Soviet agent I don't mean a Soviet assassination agent I mean
something quite different

Mr FrrHI,x I was just asked by Congressman Dodd's staff to
follow up on this whether or not you would rule out the possibility
that even though the KGB had nothing to do with the assassination
that they would spend this kind of energy or effort personally to con
vince us they had nothing to do with it

Mr D C I think it entirely conceivable If you accept the hypoth
esis the supposition the speculation that in fact they had something
to hide and that something might have been perhaps he had a code
name perhaps he was a sleeper agent they obviously couldn't expect
as much from him coming back to the United States with a Soviet
wife they couldn't expect him to be elected President but at the same
time they may have said "We will get in touch with you in time of
war, or they may have recruited him by saying "We will get in touch
with you by the following procedures. This is pure speculation

But then if he is on their rolls as a sleeper agent or for wartime
sabotage or something of that sort they would be absolutely shocked
to hear their man had taken it upon himself to kill the American
President I would think their reaction could very well be of the sort
you suggest They might indeed change the mission of another man
of another operation in order to get this message over to us that they
really had nothing to do with it

The only thing I am quite sure of I don't want to tell you what I
think is behind us because I really don't know but I am quite sure
of one thing and that is that it's not true That's all it's not true they
didn't speak to him that the KGB didn't speak to Oswald in the Soviet
Union that is not true by all logic by everything we know I can't
prove that and I am not making that as a statement of hard fact but
certainly within the framework of my knowledge of the Soviet Union
and the KGB it is not true

Mr FrrHax Mr Chairman you will be happy to know I only
have two more questions

Mr Hart says rather flat out that there was a direct conflict between
the two agencies as to interpretation of whether or not Nosenko was
bona fide He indicates the FBI thought Nosenko was bona fide when
he arrived and that the CIA assumed he was a plant when he arrived
Is that accurate
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Mr D C Again I don't like the word "assumed, but changing that
word "assumed to "suspected I would certainly say yes

Now I don't know the FBI part of it either hey had no basis to
make such a judgment and they had no stake in it as far as I can tell
They had a source coming here who had told them about a few Ameri
cans who had been recruited as tourists in the Soviet Union He had a
good knowledge as to how the Soviet Union recruited tourists who have
been useful to the FBI But they didn't get into as many fields as we
did because Nosenko was a Moscow-based officer

Mr FrrHaAN One other question Is it totally unreasonable to specu
late that the Agency might be in the process of leading Nosenko on
at this point using him even now to pass false information along to
the Soviets

Mr D C May I ask your third word there I think you said
"totally

Mr FITHIAN "Totally unreasonable.
Mr D C Totally excluded no it's not totally excluded because I

don't know I have not been in the Agency and such people within
the Agency who have talked with him make me believe it's not so

Mr FIrmAN I was trying to look for other alternatives for the
Agency to bristle so intensely as to send over Mr Hart and sort of
throw up the smokescreen and get the Agency in the worst possible
light as far as the newspapers are concerned The whole scenario is so
totally unthinkable that I am puzzled

Mr D C The only thing I can say is if they were working on the
basis of a hypothesis or knowledge which is most concretely and
specifically represented by myself it would seem to me not terribly
unreasonable to let me know that instead of doing what they did to
me here

Therefore all my instincts tell me that isn't it at all
Mr FINN You might be expendable
Mr D C Yes but they must get some use out of me before they

dispose of me
Mr FITHIAN On page 39 of your testimony I would like for you to

look at that again This is my last point Mr Chairman
Down at the last full paragraph which starts with "However,

skipping the first part and dropping down to "Mr Hart and Admiral
Turner may frivolously dismiss them as they have done before your
committee but the doubts are still there and it's irresponsible to expose
clandestine personnel to this individual.

The doubts you refer to are the doubts about Nosenko's authenticity
I guess my question is do you want to close out the record standing

by that statement
Mr D C Well I must admit your calling attention to that—is it

the word "frivolously"
Mr FITHIAN Both the words "frivolously dismiss them and the

subordinate charge that they are acting frivolously
Mr D C I would be

happy
because of the emotions involved in

the word to retract the word "frivolously. Quite happy But I sup
pose it has come through my testimony and what I have said in answer
to your questions that I find the use of this man the positive use of
this man vis-a-vis innocents such as trainees terribly bothersome
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I know—I don't think—I know that the people who are exposed to
Nosenko in counterintelligence training are not told—they know there
was doubt but they are being specifically told as Admiral Turner
pointed out in a memo and as Mr Hart has indicated here was the
work of halfwits If this man is a Soviet agent and has a mission for
the KGB in this country it's a poor way to have some young man
begin his career to be exposed to him

Mr FrrHIAN In an irresponsible way I am getting to the tre
mendous charge involved in this paragraph

Mr D C I appreciate your concern about that and of course to the
contrary I think you are being—Mr Fithian and may I ask you for a
word because I think you have offered me an opportunity to withdraw
my word from the testimony and I'm certainly not going to say no
Knowing now exactly what I meant by that can you think of—
perhaps "I hink it wrong to expose"—perhaps that should be the
phraseology there

Mr FrrHJ,N I hate to put words in your mouth but Mr Hart and
Admiral Turner may dismiss them To say "frivolously dismiss them
might do the admiral injustice here Maybe Mr Hart's statement
before the committee may well constitute you know frivolous treat
ment or something I was pretty provoked by it myself

Then the second that it's irresponsible—it's an error to expose
Mr D C I very definitely will withdraw the word "irresponsible.
Mr FrrrrAx That is in my reading such a terribly serious charge

against the director
Mr D C I accept your comment with appreciation
Mr FrrHIAN Mr Chairman I have no further comments I would

like to say this I enormously appreciate your witness time and
patience with us in this matter I think it has been just to me as an
individual Member of the House just tremendously helpful perhaps
one of the better days I have had on the committee

Mr D C Thank you
Mr PREYER I might just ask one more question which might be

more a comment
You raise the question of what the explanation of Mr Hart's testi

mony was Mr Fithian that where we seem to get a minimum amount
of information about Lee Harvey Oswald which is what we were after
and a maximum amount as to Mr Nosenko's bona fide in a wide intel
ligence sense would one explanation be could it be it was simply the
CIA's answer to Mr Epstein's book which was current at the time
very much in the news and in that book you are left with the thought
there is a mole in the CIA

If you accept Mr Epstein's thinking they may have thought it
worth a little bad publicity temporarily if it would kill the idea there
was a possible mole in the CIA

Mr D C I would say no one I have talked to has had that reaction
to what Mr Hart did But on the contrary they are aghast and con
fused by it I don't think it laid anything to rest Now it could very
well have been the motive I have even looked at the motive of their
in a sense punishing me for having helped Mr Epstein I have used
the analogy of somebody using a blow on the head shoots himself
in the foot I don't believe they have helped their cause very much
by this sort of reaction



644

Mr PREYYERMr Klein do you have any further questions $
Mr Kr.FIN No I don't Mr Chairman
Mr PREYEIiMr D C. when a witness has concluded his testimony

under our rules he is entitled to make a statement for 5 minutes on
any subject that may have come up that he wishes to clarify or any
thing further he wishes to say If there is anything further you wish
to add at this point we will recognize you for 5 minutes for that
purpose

Mr D C Well Mr Fithian has made a kind remark and I would like
to reciprocate not as a reciprocation but from the beginning of your
work I got hold of both Mr Hart's testimony and the staff's work
and was deeply impressed with the quality of the work of the com
mittee I have today been treated with immense courtesy and interest
and knowing full well at your regular schedule at a time when you
are pressed with some other things not the least being the King mat
ter I am awed impressed and deeply appreciative that you should
have given me the time

As you know I wanted to come and answer those charges but I also
wanted to make some points which I felt important which I do think
are pertinent to your mission

Nevertheless whether they are or not you have received me with
great courtesy and I appreciate it enormously

Mr PREYER Your testimony has been helpful and your testimony
can add to our knowledge in this area We appreciate your being
here

If there is nothing further the committee stands adjourned
[Whereupon at 4:55 p.m. the committee was adjourned to re

convene upon the call of the Chair.]
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