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Chairman Stokgs. The Chair will take a 5-minute recess.
[Brief recess.]

Chairman Stokes. The committee will come to order.
The Chair recognizes Professor Blakey.

NARRATION BY G. ROBERT BLAKEY, CHIEF COUNSEL

Mr. Brakey. Thank you.

Within hours of the arrest of Lee Harvey Oswald for the assassi-
nation of President Kennedy, officials in the United States began
to speculate about the significance of Oswald’s defection to the
Soviet Union in 1959 and his activities in that country until re-
turning to the United States in June 1962.

Specifically, the troubling question was asked whether Oswald
had been enlisted by the Soviet secret police, the dreaded KGB.

United States-Soviet relations had been turbulent during the
Kennedy Presidency. There had been major confrontations—over
Berlin, where the wall had come to symbolize the barrier between
the two superpowers, and over Cuba, where the emplacement of
Soviet missiles had nearly triggered world war III.

A nuclear test-ban treaty in August 1963 had seemed to signal
détente, but in November tension was building again, as the Com-
murlxists harassed American troop movements to and from West
Berlin.

Cuba, too, was as much an issue as ever. In Miami, on November
18, Kennedy vowed the United States would not countenance the
establishment of another Cuba in the Western Hemisphere.

The Warren Commission considered, of course, the possibility of
Soviet complicity in the assassination but concluded there was no
evidence of it. In its report, the Commission noted that the same
conclusion had been reached by Secretary of State Dean Rusk and
Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara, among others.

Rusk testified before the Commission on June 10, 1964:

I have seen no evidence that would indicate to me that the Soviet Union consid-

ered that it had any interest in the removal of President Kennedy—I can’t see how
it could be to the interest of the Soviet Union to make any such effort.

Then, in February 1964, a Russian saying that he was a KGB
agent sought asylum in the United States and he seemed to answer
the question categorically by denying Oswald had been connected
with the KGB.

According to Yuri Nosenko, a self-proclaimed former KGB offi-
cer, he had been assigned in 1959 and 1963 to the KGB’s American
tourist section. This assignment, he said, had afforded him an
opportunity to review Oswald’s KGB file in those years.

Nevertheless, Nosenko’s assertion did not end the mystery. In
fact, it only tended to complicate it because some officials of the
Central Intelligence Agency doubted Nosenko was a bona fide de-
fector. Some went so far as to suspect his defection was a KGB
disinformation mission, an effort to mislead the American Govern-
ment.

Beginning in April 1964 hostile interrogations of Nosenko were
approved and initiated. He was cut off from the world and confined
to a single room. Every movement he made was monitored.

The hostile interrogations continued for over 3 years. Eventually
Nosenko was released from confinement and a senior official was
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assigned to interview him anew. This time, interviews were con-
ducted in a more friendly atmosphere.

Ultimately, the official wrote a report detailing his conclusions.
At the termination of this year-long process, it was decided that
Nosenko was indeed a bona fide defector. He was given a substan-
tial sum of money and hired as a CIA consultant, a position he
holds to this day.

In its investigation of the Kennedy assassination, the Warren
Commission was aware of the Nosenko issue, but it was able to
make little of it and opted not to refer to it in its reports.

News accounts of the Nosenko matter have not been particularly
informative, owing to the limited nature of the generally classified
information that they were reporting. A book by Edward J. Ep-
stein, “Legend, the Secret World of Lee Harvey Oswald,” published
in early 1978, did raise some questions about Nosenko’s informa-
tion on Oswald, though Epstein did not have complete access to all
of the FBI and CIA files on Nosenko. Apparently, he depended on
secondhand accounts.

Mr. Chairman, the evidence to be received today is directed
toward the public resolution of a twofold issue with regard to
Nosenko.

First, are his statements about Oswald credible? If so, the issue
of Soviet involvement in the assassination is of course moot. But if
not, the converse does not necessarily follow.

Nosenko can be a bona fide defector and still not be a valid
source of information about Lee Harvey Oswald. Deciding not to
believe what Nosenko told about Oswald does not therefore neces-
sarily lead, absent other information, to any conclusion about No-
senko’s general bona fides or Soviet involvement in the assassina-
tion.

Nosenko is only one possible source of evidence on this point. If
he turns out to be good, he may be decisive; if he turns out to be
bad, it may simply mean that there is no good source of informa-
tion on this point, available to the American Government, and
nothing definite can be said about this question by the American
Government.

Consequently, because the mandate of the select committee as
the committee has indicated to the staff was limited to determining
the facts and circumstances surrounding the President’s death, no
examination of the general question of the bona fides of Mr. No-
senko has been made. That question properly lies within the juris-
diction of other bodies.

Second, what was the quality of the performance of U.S. govern-
ment agencies in the Nosenko affair? The agencies whose perform-
ance is at issue are the CIA, the FBI, and of course the Warren
Commission itself.

Mr. Chairman, Nosenko has been given a new identity by the
CIA, and the agency as well as the FBI, believes that to compro-
mise it could put him in great personal danger. Consequently, he
cannot testify before the committee in this public session, either in
person, by film, or by tape recording, although each of these alter-
native methods was explored with him and with those in charge of
his security.
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He did, of course, testify in person before two closed sessions of
this committee on May 19 and 20.

In addition, he was deposed and extensive files were read, both
at the CIA and the FBI. Interviews and depositions of other princi-
pals were conducted by the committee or the staff.

While virtually all of the material reviewed either by the com-
mittee or the staff is classified, it is possible to tell the essential
aspects of the Nosenko story without compromising the national
interest.

The CIA as well as the FBI has cooperated with the committee
by facilitating the declassification of the basic outlines of the story.

A staff report on the committee’s investigation has been pre-
pared by the staff. Before summarizing the staff report, which will
be made public, Mr. Chairman, I would like again to emphasize
that for those who follow the committee’s work that the question of
Nosenko’s bona fides lies outside of the jurisdiction of the commit-
tee.

Its mandate is limited. It is to weigh Nosenko’s credibility as it
bears on the career of Lee Harvey Oswald and to evaluate the
performance of Federal agencies in the matter. Other questions are
for other bodies.

Finally, I note that the staff report does not contain any conclu-
sions on either of these issues. Conclusions remain in the province
of the committee to formulate and decide in December.

Mr. Chairman, I would ask at this time that the staff report on
Mr. Nosenko be entered in the record as JFK exhibit No. F-425.

Chairman Stokes. Without objection, it may be entered into the
record at this point.

[JFK exhibit F-425 follows:]
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OSWALD IN THE SOVIET UNION:
INVESTIGATION OF YURI NOSENKO

STAFF REPORT
OF THE

SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

NINETY-FIFTH CONGRESS

Second Session

September 15, 1978



440

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS
Ninety-Fifth Congress

LOUIS STOKES, Ohio, Chairman

RICHARDSON PREYER, North Carolina

SAMUEL L. DEVINE, Ohio
WALTER E. FAUNTROY, District of Comumbia

STEWART B. McKINNEY, cConn.
YVONNE BRATHWAITE BURKE, California

CHARLES THONE, Nebraska
CHRISTOPHER J. DODD, Connecticut

HAROLD S. SAWYER, Michigan
HAROLD E. FORD, Tennessee

FLOYD J. FITHIAN, Indiana

ROBERT W. EDGAR, Pennsylvania

STAFF

G. ROBERT BLAKEY, Chief Counsel and Director
GARY CORNWELL, Deputy Chief Counsel
KENNETH KLEIN, Assistant Deputy Chief Counsel
SURELL BRADY, Staff Counsel
JOHANNA SMITH, Researcher
RICHARD BILLINGS, Editor



XVII.

441

OSWALD IN THE SOVIET UNION:
INVESTIGATION OF YURI NOSENKO

Index

Personal History. . . .

Nosenko Becomes Known to U S Intelligence.

Nosenko Defects . . . .
Doubts About Nosenko's Bonafldes.
Interrogation of Nosenko by the FBI
About Oswald. . . . .

Nosenko Is Placed in Isolatlon bv the CIA

The CIA Interrogates Nosenko

About Oswald. . e e e . « . o
Nosenko's Second Dolygraph Test e .
The Soviet Russia Section Report. . .
The 1968 Report . . . . . « e .

Nosenko's Third Polygraph Test. [N
Investigation by the CIA into Nosenko'
Statements About Oswald . . . . . .
The Warren Commission and Nosenko

Nosenko's Status Subsequent to the

1968 RepOrt . . + v ¢« 4 ¢ 4 e e e .
The HSCA Reviews Materials on Nosenko
Nosenko's Statements to the Committee
About Oswald. . . . . . . . . . . .
Committee Investigation of Nosenko s
Oswald Story. . . . . « . + « « « < .

S

.

.

e e e
w NN

.
[V

.16
.17

.19

.23



442

SONAL

NOosenxc has

Yurl Ivanovich MNosenko in

2% Nikolavevw

October 30, 1%927. His

-

7an Isidercvich Nosenko, was
Minister of Shisbullding in zhe T.S.S.R. prior Lo ais <eath in
19356,

Continuin

W
<
o
[y
jo
g
e}
Lul
()
&)
%
(6}
n

in 1953, ae ioined the WD {lazer the XG3). He was assigned o

the First Derarthent of the Secend Chiel Tirectorzts, which was

cersonnel.

In 1353, Nosenkd was %transfarred to

of the Second Chiaf 2irectorate, 2 department newly formed to




443

KNDHY

R¢]

nent

ernm

et

als



444

able to leave the U.S5.53.R. scon again. The CIA was surprised

by his sucdden decision, but Nosenko was adamant.
Cn Tebruarv 1, Nosenko revealad he had received a telegram

ordering haim %o return o Moscow directlv. He said he feared

the X33 was aware N2 was wCrking with the "est, and his life

depended on his zeing jermitted to Zdefect immediately. The
CIA agreed, and he was spiritad awary. {Nosanko later admittad

jet the CIA =0 agree 52 nis delectlon without Iurther delay.)

SCOUBTS ABQOUT NCSTIURC'S 30ONAFIDES

3v April 1964, YNoserko had been in the U.5. for nearly
+wo months. Alrsady, top c£ficials of the Sov

Jounter-C

o whether he was 2 bonaiide defector. Thelir misgivings were
nased on a number of points:

1. Many leads zrovided by Nosenkc had been c¢f the "give-

which, in the probable judgment of the XGB, is already
being probed by Western intelligence, so that there

is more to be cained Irem having 2 dispatched agent



2. A background check of MNcsenke -- of his schooling,
military career and his activities a3 an intelligence
officer -- had led U.S. officials to suspect losenko
was telling them a2 "legend,” that is supplying them
with a fabricated identity. <Certain aspects of
Nosenko's background 4id no= "check ouk," ané certain

events ne descrired seemed highlv unlikely.

3. Two defecxtors who had prececded lNosenko wers skeptical
of him. One was convinced Nosenkc was on a XG3
mission, the purpose of which was to neutralize

information he had provided.

4., Iniormation Nosenko had jiven zabout Oswalé arcused
suspicions. The chief of the Soviet Russia Section
had difficulty accepting zhe statements about Oswald,
characterizing them as sesming "almost to have keen

tacked on cr to nave been added, as

seem to be mart sof the real bedy oI zhe cther things

he had <o sav, many of which were true.”

INTERROGATION OF NOSENKQ BY THE FBI A3QUT OSWALD

Statements by lNosenko at the time of his contact with the

CIA in 1964, revealing he had information about Lee Harvev Cswald,

41-371 O - 179 - 29 Vol. 2
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led to his being questioned by the FBI upon arrival in the U.S.
He was interviewed in late February and early March. It
is not known if these sessions were tape recorded, but as of
today all that exists are statements prepared by the
interrogating FBI agents, a four-page report of the February
sessions, a nine~page report of those in March.
Nosenko told the FBI about his knowledge of Oswald and
the fact the KGB had no contact with him.
The conclusion of the March report reads as follows:
On March 4, 1964, Nosenko stated that he did not
want any publicity in connection with this information
but stated that he would be willing to testify to this
information before the Presidential Commission,
provided such testimony is given in secret and
absolutely no publicity is given either to his appear-
ance before the Commission or to the information
itself.
The report noted that on March 6 Nosenko inquired if
the information he furnished on March 4 regarding Oswald had

been given to the appropriate authorities. He was advised that

this had been done.

NOSENKO IS PLACED IN ISOLATION BY THE CIA

On April 4, 1964, CIA officials decided to place Nosenko
in isolation and to commence hostile interrogations.

First, he was subjected to a polygraph, one designed to
insure a proper atmosphere for the hostile interrogations.

The CIA polygrapher was instructed to inform Nosenko he had lied,
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regardless of the actual outcome of the test. (In his report,
the polygrapher wrote his true conclusion, which was that Nosenko
had indeed lied.) The official position now stated by the CIA,

is that the test was "invalid or inconclusive."

The conditions of Nosenko's isolation have been described
by the Rockefeller Commission as "spartan." Both Nosenko and
the CIA were asked by this Committee to describe them.

Nosenko says the room to which he was confined had "a metal
bed attached to the floor" and "the only furniture in the room
was a single bed and a light bulb."

The CIA states, "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.”

Nosenko states he "was not given a toothbrush and toothpaste
and food given to me was very poor. I did not have enough to eat
and was hungry all the time."

The CIA:

"Nosenko did not have access to TV, radio or newspapers...

He was provided with a limited number of books to read from

April 1964 to November 1965 and from May 1967 to October

1967. His reading privileges were suspended from November

1965 to May 1967."

Nosenko:

"I had no contact with anybody to talk. I could not
read. I could not smoke..."
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The CIA states Nosenko was "under constant visual
observation from April 1964 to October 1967," the period of his
isolation.

Nosenko:

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

Both Nosenko and the CIA agree that conditions improved

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

THE CIA INTERROGATES NOSENKO ABOUT OSWALD

Nosenko was questioned about Lee Harvey Oswald on five
occasions in 1964 -- on January 23 and 30 in Geneva, and on
July 3, 27, and 29 in the U.S. The sessions of July 3 and 27
were of particular interest to this Committee, since they were
detailed and specific about 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. Areas
of inquiry included Oswald's visa application and his entry into
the U.S.S.R.; KGB contact with Oswald; Oswald's request to remain
in the U.S.S.R.; the denial of this request and Oswald's
subsequent suicide attempt; Oswald in Minsk and his job in a
radio factory; Oswald's marriage to Marina; Oswald's attempt to

return to Russia via Mexico City in 1963.
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The interrogator, an employee of the Soviet Russia Section,
conducted the interviews in English and tape recorded them.

Nosenko related that he was assigned to the Seventh
Department of the Second Chief Directorate when Oswald arrived
in the Soviet Union in 1959, at which time Nosenko's section had
responsibility for counterintelligence operations against
American tourists.

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

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

In his July 27 interview, Nosenko was handed a transcript

of a tape recording of the July 3 session. He read each guestion
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aloud and made corrections or additions. He can be heard clearly
doing so on the tape -- reading each question and answer, inter-
jecting "right" after most answers, or simply moving on to the

next question. Occasionally, he elaborates on an answer.

NOSENKO'S SECOND POLYGRAPH TEST

At the time of his second polygraph examination =-- in
October 1966 -- Nosenko was again asked about Oswald. The CIA
examiner, the same one who had administered the first test,
concluded Nosenko was lying, although the official Agency
position now is that the test was:

"invalid or inconclusive because the conditions and
circumstances under which it was administered are

considered to have precluded an accurate appraisal
of the results."

THE SOVIET RUSSIA SECTION REPORT

The Soviet Russia Section of the CIA wrote a 900-page
report based on its interrogations of Nosenko, though it was
trimmed to 447 pages by the time it was submitted in February
1968. It came to the following conclusions:

Nosenko did not serve in the Naval reserve, as he had
claimed.

He did not join the KGB at the time nor in the manner he
described.

He did not serve in the American Embassy section of the

KGB at the time he claimed.
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THE 19363 REPCORT

High ofiicials of the CIA, including 2CI RUchard Helms,
were aware of the Nosenxc dilemma by the -ime =he Soviet 2ussia
Secticn report was deing drafted. In mid-1967, a career zfficer
in the Office of Security was assigned o write a critigue of

rhe ihandling of Nosenko.

The officer had never met Nosenko, but nhe had keen connectacd

with the caszs from the cutset. As 2 security officer, he nad
been priefad on information Nosenko had suppilied, and he hacd

devoted considerable

by Nosenko and other
Although he had been close to the licsenko case, the

reviewing officer had no zart in the decision &

isolation or treax him in a hostile way. The

explained to the Committee he was opposed £t the tactic, Zfor ne
Pr



felt MNosenko nad not been thorcughly debriafed and nis leads had
not been fully checked.
The security officer's 18-page critigue was directed
orimarily at the repcrt of the Soviet Russia Secticn that listed
reasons Zor doubting Nosenko was a bcrnafide defector. The officer
concluded that MNosenko's bonafides were still an copen guestion,

the rasolution of which could only be based on further interviews.

The officer's rscommendations were approved, and in late
1967 he was assigned to implement them. Three members of the
Soviet Russia Section were designated =o assist aim for about
Zour months.

The officer zhereupon interrogated MNcsenxo Irom three o
five davs a week for nine montas. FBI agents were Zurnished
transcripts of the leads Mosenko provided.

In January 1963, the officer asked Yosenko to write down
what he knew 2bout Lee Harvey Oswald. A three-page statement was
submittad, but “he oSficer never cuestioned Nosenko about i%, and
at ac time latar 3id losenko provide the CIA with information
about Oswald.

The security cZficer gradually came to the conclusion that
Nosenko was supblying wvalid intelligence and that he was who he
claimed o be, leading to the eventual conclusion that Nosenko

was bonafide. The investigation ended in the summer oI 1962.
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NOSENKO'S THIRD POLYGRAPH TEST

On August 8, 1968, Nosenko was given a third polygraph
test. Two of the questions related to information he had
supplied about Oswald. Nosenko passed. The CIA, when asked

- by the Committee to comment on'the third polygraph, now
states: "This test is considered to be a valid test.”

This Committee obtained an independent analysis of the
three polygraph tests given Nosenko from Richard Arthur,
president of Scientific Lie Detection, Inc. and a member of the
American Polygraph Assocation. In his report, Mr. Arthur
expressed the judgment that the second test, the one in which the
examiner determined Nosenko was lying, was "the most valid and
reliable of the three examinations administered to Nosenko."

As for the two questions about Oswald in the third test, Mr.
Arthur characterized the first as "atrocious” and the second as
"very poor" for use in assessing the validity of Nosenko's
responses.

In a report issued in October 1968, the security officer
disputed each and every conclusion of the report of the Soviet
Russia Section eight months earlier. He wrote:

Nosenko is identical to the person he claims to be.

The claimed services of Nosenko in Navy intelligence

(Naval reserve) are adequately substantiated.

Nosenko was an officer of the American Embassy section

of the KGB.

Nosenko was an officer of the Seventh Department and
was its Deputy Chief.
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Nosenko was Deputy Chief of the American Embassy section.

Nosenko was Chief of the American~British Commonwealth
section.

Nosenko was Deputy Chief of the Seventh Department in
1962.

INVESTIGATION BY THE CIA INTO NOSENKO'S STATEMENTS ABOUT OSWALD

The security officer's report, like the Soviet Russia
Section report, paid little attention to the Oswald aspect of
the Nosenko case. Neither attempted to analyze the statements
made about Oswald. Out of a combined total of 730 pages of
report, only 15 deal with the alleged assassin of President
Kennedy.

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

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

Information provided by Nosenko was not sufficient

in "nature, scope and content" to convince U.S.

authorities of no Soviet involvement in the assassination.

Even if the KGB were involved in the assassination, the

Soviets would assume that U.S. authorities would, in

turn, believe only a few senior officers of the KGB would

be aware of it, and Nosenko would not be one of them.

The Committee investigation developed some additional
points regarding the CIA's attention to the Oswald aspect of

the Nosenko case.
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The CIA employee who interviewed Nosenko on July 3
and 27, 1964, told the Committee in a deposition he was not
an expert on the KGB, nor had he any previous experience with
KGB defectors. He was asked about his knowledge of Oswald,
since it was in these interviews that the most detailed
questions about the alleged assassin were asked. He replied:

"I cannot specifically recall having read any files

pertaining to Lee Harvey Oswald. Certainly I had read

and heard a lot about him in the newspapers, television,

and radio. I may have had the opportunity to read some

previous debriefings of Nosenko concerning Oswald,

but I am not sure of that."

When asked if he ever spoke to Nosenko about Oswald,
the security officer who wrote the 1968 report said:

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

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

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

Nosenko's statements on Oswald, he replied: "I did not have

all the information on the Oswald investigation. That was

an FBI investigation."

Q. Well, was it available to you if you had asked the FBI
for their reports of what Oswald had said to them?

A. It might, under certain circumstances, but in this case
here, as far as our office was concerned, the Oswald

matter was an FBI matter.
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J. Lee Rankin, General Counsel of the Warren Commission,
told the Committee it was his recollection that no one from
the Commission attempted to interview Nosenko about Oswald.

He recalled further that the Commission decided it did not
have experience to make a determination about Oswald's
credibility. When asked whether he thought the knowledge of
the Commission staff about Oswald might provide an advéntage
" in questioning Nosenko, Rankin replied he didn't believe so.

"We didn't have enough information about Oswald at any
time to be informed in depth."

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

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

going to do it carefully.

NOSENKO'S STATUS SUBSEQUENT TO THE 1968 REPORT

The CIA has informed the House Select Committee on
Assassinations of Nosenko's status subsequent to the 1968

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

first contract called for him to be compensated
at a rate of $16,500 a year. As of 1978 he is
receiving $35,325 a year. In addition to regular,
yearly compensation, in 1972 Nosenko was paid for
the years 1964-1969 in the amount of $25,000 a
year less income tax. The total amount paid was
$87,052. He also received in varying increments from
March 1964 through July 1973 amounts totaling
$50,000 to aid in his resettlement in the private
economy .

To this day, Nosenko is consultant to the CIA z.d FBI
on Soviet intelligence, and he lectures regularly on

counterintelligence.

THE HSCA REVIEWS MATERIALS ON NOSENKO

On 1978, the Select Committee began its investigation
of the Nosenko case. It was granted permission to read all
documents, to interview principals in the case and to question
Nosenko about his knowledge of Oswald.

The materials reviewed are as follows:

1. Nosenko's statements about Oswald to the FBI --

one dated February 27-28, 1964 and one dated March
3-4, 1964 (the Committee reviewed the FBI reports
of the interviews only, since no tapes, transcripts,

or notes presently exist).
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Tapes and transcripts of statements by Nosenko to
the CIA about Oswald on January 23 and 30, 1964 and
July 3, 27, and 29, 1964.

The Soviet Russia Section report of February 1968.
The Security Officer's critique of the handling of
the Nosenko case, dated June 19, 1967.

The security officer's report, dated October 1968.
A report written in 1976 by a retired CIA official
who documented internal problems at the CIA over
the Nosenko controversy.

All CIA files on Nosenko which dealt with Oswald

or the Kennedy assassination.

All FBI files on Nosenko which dealt with Oswald or
the Kennedy assassination.

The three-page statement on Oswald written by

Nosenko in 1968.

Statements taken by the Committee are as follows:

1.

The security officer was interviewed on two occasions,
on the second of which he gave a 193-page sworn
deposition.

:he two KGB defectors who preceded Nosenko.

The Chief of the Soviet Russia Section from 1963

to 1968, who gave a sworn deposition.
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4. The member ¢I the Soviet Russia Section who inter-
viewed MNosenko on July 3, 27 and 29, 1964 gave
a sworn denosition.

3. An FBI agent who was present at all FBI interviews
of Noserko gave a sworn Zeposition.

§. Richard Helms, CIA Director from 1966 to 1973.

~

. Yari losenko, interviewed on three occasions, on the
third of which he gave a sworn deposition; also

neard in two executive session hearings of the

NCSENKQ 'S STATEMENTS 7O THZ COMMITTEE A30UT QSWALD

on each ¢f thrase occasions that the Committee cuesticned

de first became aware of Oswald in the £all of 1959,
when a subordinate named Rastrusin said an American tourist
named OJswaild desired ¢z defect to the .Scviet Union.

Vesenko asked what information the XGB had on Oswald
and was told =hev 1ac the guesticnnaire ne had Zilled out when
he enteraed the country, his visa apnlication and reports from
interpreters, intourist guides and hotel perscnnel. None of
these sources, accoerding to Necserko, indicated Oswald could be

of any interest to the XG3.
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Based on this information, Nosenko, Rastrusin and their
section chief reported to the Chief of the Seventh Department
where it was decided to refuse Oswald permission to defect.

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

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

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

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

Nosenko does not know who made it, but a decision came

down to allow Oswald to remain in Russia, though he wasn't

41-371 O - 79 - 30 Vol. 2
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granted citizenship. A significant factor, says Nosenko, was
the fear Oswald would kill himself, and the KGB would be
accused of the murder of an American tourist at a time the
Kremlin was trying to reduce East-West tensions.

Nosenko learned that Oswald was sent to Minsk to work in
a radio factory. In addition to his salary, he was given a
monthly stipend of 700 rubles, which Nosenko believes was
paid by the Soviet Red Cross.

Oswald's KGB file was sent to Minsk with a letter to
Minsk KGB to keep Oswald under surveillance but to have no
contact with him. In addition to periodic physical surveillance
in which Oswald was followed by KGB agents, his phone was
tapped, his mail intercepted. Nosenko explained that the
surveillance, which was to continue throughout Oswald's stay
in Russia, was not unusual and was to insure Oswald was not a
Western agent.

Nosenko says he was transferred soon after Oswald went
to Minsk, and he lost contact with the case. Then, in 1963, he
was reassigned to the Seventh Department of the Second Chief
Directorate. There, he was informed that Oswald had applied at
the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City for a visa to travel to Russia.
Since Oswald had told embassy officials he had previously lived

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

Nosenko says he was not aware in 1963 that Oswald had
married and departed Russia, but he recalled the case due to
the unusual circumstances surrounding the decision to allow
Oswald to remain in Russia in 1959.

Nosenko says he and his department chief advised that
Oswald should not be allowed to return to the Soviet Union.

The next time Nosenko became involved in the Oswald
case was immediately after the Kennedy assassination, when he
learned that Oswald was the alleged assassin. On instructions,
he telephoned KGB headquarters in Minsk, and having been
assured there had been no contact with Oswald while he was in
that city, Nosenko asked that Oswald's entire file be sent to
him in Moscow.

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

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

surveillance reports and transcripts.



rom his examinaticn oI the Zirst volume, Nosenxko claims,
he can state unequivocally that Oswald was never recruitad by

the KGB. In fact, he insis

ot
n
3
[e]
o
)
w
(o)
(2l
n
e
QO
©
2]
©
<
o
H
»
Y
o
~
®
2
M
a
iy

him.
According to lNosenko's story, the JOswald file was in his

possession Zor about one-and-a-hali hours.

3

Nosenko's last enccunter wisth the Cswald case was 3 few

weeks after the assassination. 32 Iriend told aim zhe XGB nad
conducted an investigaticn of Oswald's activities in Minsk,

in whicﬁ it was learned he had occasionally gone hunting with
members of 2 gun club. His Zellow hunters had consicdered hinm

such & bad shot, they oftsn had to zive nim game.

CCMMITTEE INVESTIGATION OF MNOSENKQ'S QSWALD STORY

Josenko spoke o the House 3elect Commitise on Assassina-
tions on five occasions. oSuring two of these sessions, s=tafl
members took notes. In the taird, Nosenko gave a sworn
deposition ané on June 19 and 23, 1973, Nosenxo testified nelors
the Committee in executive sessicn. There was no substantive
variation in Nosenko's recounting of the Zacts.

Nosenko has always insisted that the XGB never had any

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

the XGB determined tha:z Oswald was of

not even nother to interview nim.

[¢7)
-
[eX



Q. And exactly why did no XCGB officer ever speak to Oswald

befora they made the decision about whether <o let aim defect?

idn't consider him arn interesting targec.

£

A, We

When 2sked iI he knew of any cother defector who was turned

away because nhe was uninteresting, losenkc answered, “No."
Nosenko said tie XGB not only did nCt guestion Oswald

when he asked zo defect, 1t also

when it was ZJecided he would be perm
At no time, Yosenko told the Committse, did the XGB talx o

Oswald.

2. llow, when it
alloweé £o stay in the Soviet Tnion and live in Minsk,
did any XGB officer speak <o aim 2t that

A. Mo, as far as my xnowledce, nobecdy was speaxing with
hin.

Q. Yhy didn't the X&3 speak :o him then?

A. XGB once said, we Zon't have interest. The same was
reported :o the govarnment, must de by the chairman, that
the KGB coesn't have interest. XGB didn't want to be
involved.

According to Nosenko, the KGB would have been very
interested in the Zact that Oswald worked at the Atsugi Air

Base in CJapan from which

0ZZ and landed:



2. And in 1959, would the Soviet Union have been interested

in somecne wno served as a radar operatCr on an air base
where U-2's took oIf and landed?

A. Yes, sir, 1t would e very interesced.

3ut Mosenxo maintains that the XGB never svoke with

Oswald, so that i1t didn't ¥now that he had any connection with

The head of the CIA's Soviet Russia Section from 1963 to

iZ he xnew oI comparable

1963 was 2sked by

O
1

situaticns in which someone was 20t Juestioned, was just left

alone, as Mosenko says Oswald was. He replied he did not know
of any former Soviet intellisence officer or other kncwledgeable
source o whem they had spoken, who felt this would have been

sossible. "II someone did," he said, "I never heard of it.”

In sicrt, Nosenko's Cswald story is as Zollows:

o

ougn very interested in the U-2, never

akzcut it Zrom Jswald, because it didn't know
ne hrad knowladee oI the aircraZc. Why? Because Oswald was
never guestioned by the XKGB, because the decision was made that
Oswald was of no interest tc Soviet intelligence.
“When it was decided Oswald would ke sent to Minsk, a letter

accompanied nis file ordering the Minsk XGB %0 place him under

'sical surveillance and full-time technical

surveillance, that is, phone tapping and letter opening.
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Aside from wanting to manitor Oswald as a possible
western agent, the KGB's reason for the surveillance was to
keep track of the identities of his friends and acquaintances.
Nosenko testified that the KGB would have known about Oswald's
acquaintance with Marina soon after they met (on March 17, 1960,
according to Oswald's diary).

Q. ...If he met Marina Oswald on March 17, how long would you
estimate it would take before the KGB would know about her?

A. In the same March they would have quite a big batch of material
on her.
Surveillance came up later in Nosenko's testimony, when
he said the Oswald file, when it arrived in Moscow subseguent
to the assassination, contained seven or eight thick volumes.
Most of them consisted of information relating to the surveillance.
Q. You told us about the volumes in the file that were returned
by military plane from Minsk.

A. Right,

Q. That and the other volumes, did it include all the records
of the phone surveillance and periodic surveillance...

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

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

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

A. No sir.



Q. How much oI the file &id you raad?

A. It was simply looking, page bv page, first part of the
first volure.

Q. Did you go through any of the other wvolumes?

A. Yo sir.

Upon reading Nosenko's statements made =c the FBI and
CIA in 1964, less than a vear af:ter the assassination, it is
clear that ne did not inform them of the physical or technical
surveillance which he described to the Committee.

In the FBI report detailing the interview with Nosenko
in March of 1964, it states that Nosenko "cpined that the onlyv
coverage of Oswald during his stay in Minsk consisted of vericdic
checks at his place of emplovment, inguiry of neighbors,

associates ané review of ais mail.”

Speaking to the CIA on July 3, 1364, Yosenko was specC
cally asked whether <here was anv physical or technical sur-
veillance on Oswald anc each time nhe replied "No."

In 1964, after stating zo the CIA that there was nc
tecnnical ané phaysical surveillance of Oswald, Nosenko made
the Iollowing statement upon teing asked whether the KGB knew
about Oswald's relationship with Marina before they announced
that they were going to be married:

A. "Thev (KGB) 2idn't know she was a friend of Oswald
until they applied for marriage. There was no sur-

veillance on Oswald 2o show that he knew her.”
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Although in 1978 Nosenko testified that there were
seven or eight thick volumes of documents in Oswald's file
due to all the surveillance reports and that he could not
read the entire file because of them, in 1964 he told the
FBI agents that he "thoroughly reviewed Oswald's file."

There was no mention of seven or eight thick volumes of
surveillance documents.

During the course of the HSCA executive hearings at
which Nosenko testified, he was questioned about his prior
statements to the FBI and CIA. He was questioned about his
1964 statement to the FBI in which he spoke of monitoring of
Oswald, such as review of his mail and periodic checks at his
place of employment, but said nothing then about physical
and technical surveillance that he had testified about before
the Committee.

First, the statement was read to him without identifying
where it came from. Nosenko was simply asked if he had ever
made such a statement. He answered:

"Sir, I cannot tell you what I stated. I was for

quite a big period of time, gquite a few years,
interrogated, by hours, and in different types
of conditions, including hostile conditions...
where they asked questions in such form which
later my answer will be interpreted in any way,
however they want to interrogate us...And I
cannot tell you what I did say. I cannot

remember dates. You must understand, it's
hundreds of interrogations, hundreds.”



At this point, =he T3I rsport was introduced as an

exnibit and shown o Nossanko. Upon reading

the follcwing explanacions as =2c why he d4id
about the physical and technical survelllance:

"Maybe I forget.

£o the tappoing of Cswald
Nosenko was then shown a 1364 statement ne had mace

to the CIA in which 712 stated that zhe XG3 Zid not know

to marry, secause "thers was nc

to show thaz he Xnew naer."” When
thas, 2e resgonded that ne £id "not
né answers."” Wnen he was shown tharn

the document which contained che statement was 2

document, he

"As farx as I remember, LIcCse <
askec. 3etcer ask whare I
what conditions I was Xept, and wi
rogations were gjoing c¢a.”

This, of course, referrsé tc the period of april ¢,

1964 to the end of 1967 when Nosenko was Xept in solitary

confinement by the CIA.

Nosenko was then referrad to his testimeny

day, when he was guestioned about nis prior statz2ments O the

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

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you always tell them everything you knew?

A. Yes, sir.

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

A. The same, the same.

Q. Did you always tell them everything you knew?

A. Absolutely.

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

He then suggested that the real problem was a failure
to distinguish between a "thorough investigation" on the
one hand and a "checkup” on the other and suggested that his
answer was not incorrect because, "from this point of view
I was answering the question."” A few moments later, he
said: "Sure I answered and this was the question..."

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

concluded that Oswald was "mentally unstable." During the
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course of reciting all he knew about Oswald, he interrupted

his narrative at one point and said:

"Gentlemen, I am sorry, I did not mention one

vitally important thing. When he was in hospital

when he cut his wrist and when he announced that he will
repeat the same if they will not allow him to stay,

it was decided in the Seventh Department in the presence
of me, Chief of Section, Chief of Department to check
him through a psychiatrist. And was given command to
Officer Rastrusin to arrange it that psychiatrist

of the Botkin Hospital will check him and at the same
time Rastrusin was ordered to arrange another psychiatrist
from another hospital, independent and they will check
him in different times, not together and each will write
opinion separately. I have seen these both reports...
both their opinions coincided that Oswald was mentally
unstable."”

When Nosenko was questioned by the HSCA as to why the

Soviets would allow someone to remain in their country whom they

knew to be mentally unstable, he responded with the following

explanation:

A.

...Hé was.allowed to stay because KGB and Soviet Government
had come to the conclusion that if this person will kill
himself, it will be reaction in newspapers which can in
any way hurt the starting, the warming of Soviet-American
relations.
The Soviets were worried that he would kill himself in
Soviet Union?
Right, if they would not allow him to stay.

Nosenko was then questioned as to other alternatives.
Could the KGB have taken him and put him on the next
plane out of Russia and thereby ended their whole

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

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

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

",..in the Soviet Union there is by Decree of
Presidium of Supreme Soviet USSR a law allowing
marriage of Soviet citizens with foreign. A
foreigner can marry a Soviet citizen by the law.”

Nosenko added that the only time the KGB could interfere
with such a marraige is if the Soviet citizen was working
in a sensitive place, like a missile plant.

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

Q. Did the KGB make a psychological assessment of Oswald?

A. No, nothing, but at the hospital it was also said he
was not quite normal. The hospital didn't write that he
was mad, just that he is not normal.

Q. Did the hospital authorities conduct any psychological

testing?
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A. I don't think so. There was no report like this.

Assuming that Nosenko was distinguishing between
psychiatric and psychological reports, he never volunteered
that he knew of any psychiatric reports or evaluations.

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

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

In evaluating Nosenko's objections to his statement

given to the CIA in 1964, the HSCA considered the following:

1.

A sworn deposition was taken from the CIA

officer who interrogated Nosenko on‘the date in
question {only one officer was present on that
date) . He stated that Nosenko was cooperative
during the sessions, that Nosenko spoke coherently
and essentially he understood quite well. He

said that when Nosenko did not understand he would
indicate this to the officer. He said that
Nosenko never complained to him of being drugged
and that Nosenko gave no indication during any of
their conversations of being drugged.

The staff of the HSCA listened to a tape recording
of the session, during which Nosenko was questioned
about Oswald by the CIA in 1964.

The HSCA requested a full accounting by the CIA

of any drugs given to Nosenko during the years he
was in CIA custody. The CIA responded that no
drugs of any kind were given to Nosenko in 1964,
and in later years only drugs of a "therapeutic"
nature were administered to him.

The HSCA analyzed the statements made to the FBI
in February and March of 1964, prior to the
commencement of the hostile interrogaticns to

which Nosenko referred. Relevant was Nosenko's
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statement which appeared in the FBI report of
March 5, 1964:

The hospital record also included an
evaluation that Oswald's attempted suicide
indicated mental instability. Nosenko did
not know whether this evaluation was based

on a psychiatric examination or was merely

an observation of the hospital medical staff.

When Nosenko testified before the HSCA in 1978, he
stated that a KGB officer named Rastrusin first informed him
of Oswald's request to defect:

"In the fall of 1959 to me approached senior case

officer Major Gerogiy Ivanovich Rastrusin...He told

me that an American tourist, Lee Harvey Oswald, applied
to interpreter of Intourist with request to stay in

the Soviet Union...and I, Chief of Section, Major
Rastrusin...went to the Chief of Department, showed

him materials..."

Nosenko stated that they decided that Oswald was of
no interest to them and they would tell Oswald that he had
to go back to the U. S. and apply for permission to stay in
the Soviet Union. YNosenko referred to this as giving
Oswald the "soft brush.”

In March, 1964 Nosenko told the FBI agents who interviewed
him that his first knowledge of the existence of Oswald arose
in about October 1959. According to an FBI report,",,. Kim
Georgievich Krupnov, a case officer in his section, reported
to him information which Krupnov had received (about Oswald)...

On the basis of Nosenko's evaluation of Oswald, he (Nosenko)

instructed Krupnov to advise Oswald...that Oswald would not
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read it. 1In 1978 before the HSCA, Nosenko knew there was a
cable, personally read it and remembered that it was about
half a page long.

After questioning Nosenko on a number of other state-
ments which he made to the FBI and CIA in 1964 and receiving
similar responses to those described, the Committee returned
to the earlier topics. Nosenko on numerous occasions had
complained that the transcripts were inaccurate, that he was
drugged, that he was not fairly questioned, etc. Therefore,
the Committee prepared to play the actual tapes in which
Nosenko made these statements and allow him to comment on
them.

Nosenko, earlier in the hearing while explaining why
he did not mention the physical and technical surveillance
to the FBI and CIA in 1964, testified that if he had been
asked, he would have said "yes."

Q. If they would have asked you, was there physical
surveillance?
A. Yes, I will answer yes, it was.

Then Nosenko was asked if the question had been put to
him: "Was he (Oswald) physically surveilled?" And had he
ever answered: "No, there was none."

Nosenko was then shown a statement that indicated that
he had indeed been asked that question and given that answer.
But Nosenko testified: "I do not remember; it's not right,

the answer."
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At that time a tape recorder was brought out and the
following was stated by the questioner: "I would ask that
this tape, which is marked 3 July '64, reel number 66, be
deemed»marked for identification." A recess was requested
to put the tape in the machine. At the conclusion of the
recess, Nosenko refused to answer any question dealing with
interviews done by the CIA prior to 13967. He stated that all
statements prior to that time by the CIA were the result of
hostile interrogations and that he was questioned illegally
in violation of his constitutional rights. At that time,
all questioning dealing with prior statements to the FBI and

CIA was suspended by the Committee.
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Mr. BLAKEY. I would like, Mr. Chairman, with your permission at
this time to summarize the highlights of that report.

Chairman Stokes. Counsel may proceed.

Mr. BLakey. Nosenko has testified to the committee that he was
born Yuri Ivanovich Nosenko in the town of Nikolayev in the
Ukraine, October 30, 1927.

On leave in Moscow in 1953 he joined the MVD, later the KGB.
In 1955 Nosenko was transferred to the seventh department of the
second chief directorate, a department newly formed in the KGB to
monitor tourists to the Soviet Union.

In July 1962 he was promoted to deputy chief of the seventh
department, second chief directorate.

Nosenko first came to the attention of U.S. intelligence agencies
in June 1962. He identified himself to the CIA and offered to sell
information for 900 Swiss francs. He explained he needed the
money to replace KGB funds he had spent on a drinking spree.

He has since said he did not really need the money but felt an
offer simply to give away the information would be rejected, as it
had been with similar offers by other Soviet agents.

On January 23, 1964, Nosenko was heard from again. Back in
Geneva as an escort to a disarmament delegation, he informed the
CIA this time he wished to defect, giving as his reason disillusion-
ment with his government and doubt that he would be able to
leave the USSR soon again. The CIA was surprised by his sudden
decision to defect, but Nosenko was adamant.

On February 4 Nosenko revealed he had received a telegram
ordering him to return to Moscow directly from Geneva. Nosenko
later admitted, however, that the recall telegram was a fake. He
had made up the story to get the CIA to agree to his defection
without further delay.

By April 1964 Nosenko had been in the United States for nearly
2 months. Already top officials of the Soviet Russia and counterin-
telligence sections of the CIA had nagging doubts as to whether he
was a bona fide defector.

Information Nosenko had given about Oswald, for one thing,
aroused suspicions.

The chief of the Soviet Russia section had difficulty accepting the
statements about Oswald, characterizing them as seemingly “* * *
almost to have been tacked on to or have been added, as though it
didn’t seem to be part of the real body of the other things he had to
say, many of which were true.”

Statements by Nosenko at the time of his contact with the CIA
in 1964 revealing he had information about Lee Harvey Oswald led
go his being questioned by the FBI upon arrival in the United

tates.

Nosenko told the FBI about his knowledge of Oswald and the
fact that the KGB had no contact with him. The concluson of the
March report by the FBI reads as follows:

On March 4, 1964, Nosenko stated that he did not want any publicity in connec-
tion with this information but stated that he would be willing to testify to this
information before the Presidential commission, provided such testimony is given in

secret and absolutely no publicity is given, either to his appearance before the
commission or to the information itself.
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The report noted that on March 6 Nosenko inquired if the infor-
mation he furnished on March 4 regarding Oswald had been given
30 the appropriate authorities. He was advised that this had been

one.

On April 4, 1964, CIA officials decided to place Nosenko in isola-
tion and to commence hostile interrogations.

First, he was subjected to a polygraph, one designed to insure a
proper atmosphere for the hostile interrogations. The CIA polyg-
rapher was instructed to inform Nosenko that he had lied, regard-
less of the actual outcome of the test.

In his report, the polygrapher wrote his true conclusion, which
was that Nosenko had indeed lied. The official position now stated
by the CIA is that the test was invalid or inconclusive.

The conditions of Nosenko’s isolation have been described by the
Rockefeller Commission as ‘spartan.’ Both Nosenko and the CIA
were asked by the committee to describe them.

Nosenko says the room to which he was confined had a “metal
bed attached to the floor,” and “the only furniture in the room was
a single bed and a light bulb.”

The CIA states:

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.

Nosenko states he “* * * was not given a toothbrush and tooth-
paste and food given to me was very poor. I did not have enough to
eat, and was hungry all the time.”

The CIA:

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

1967 us)’ é)ctober 1967. His reading privileges were suspended from November 1965 to
May 1967.

Nosenko: “I had no contact with anybody to talk. I could not
read. I could not smoke.”

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

Nosenko:

I was watched day and night through TV camera * * * I was desperately wanting
to read and once, when I was given toothpaste, I found in the toothpaste box a piece

of paper with a description of the compound of this toothpaste. I was trying to read
it under my blanket, but guards noticed it and again it was taken from me.

Both Nosenko and the CIA agree that conditions improved mar-
kedly beginning in the fall of 1967—the end of the period of isola-
tion.

Nosenko was questioned about Lee Harvey Oswald on five occa-
sions in 1964. Nosenko said as soon as President Kennedy’s asssas-
sin was identified as a man who had lived in the Soviet Union, the
KGB ordered that Oswald’s file be flown to Moscow and reviewed
to determine whether there had been any contact between him and
Soviet intelligence. Nosenko said further he was assigned to review
Oswald’s file.

Based on that review as well as his earlier contacts with the
case, he was able to report postively that Oswald had neither been
recruited nor contacted by the KGB.
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At the time of his second polygraph examination in October
1966, Nosenko was again asked about Oswald. The CIA examined
him. The same one who administered the first test concluded again
that Nosenko was lying, although the official agency position now
is that the test was: “Invalid or inconclusive because the conditions
and the circumstances under which it was administered are consid-
ered to have precluded an accurate appraisal of the results.”

The Soviet Russia section of the CIA wrote a 900-page report
based on its interrogations of Nosenko, though it was trimmed to
447 pages by the time it was submitted in February 1968. It came
to the following conclusions:

Nosenko did not serve in the naval reserve as he had claimed.

He did not join the KGB at the time nor in the manner he
described.

He did not serve in the American Embassy section of the KGB at
the time he claimed. He was not a senior case officer or deputy
chief of the seventh department, as he stated he had been.

He was neither deputy chief of the American Embassy section
nor a supervisor in that section.

He was not chief of the American-British Commonwealth section.

He was not a deputy chief of the seventh department in 1962, as
he had claimed.

High officials of the CIA, including Richard Helms, were aware
of the Nosenko dilemma by the time the Soviet Russian section
report had been drafted. In mid-1967, a career officer in the office
of security was assigned to write a critique of the handling of
Nosenko.

The security officer gradually came to the conclusion that No-
senko was supplying valid intelligence, and that he was who he
claimed to be, leading to the eventual conclusion that Nosenko was
bona fide.

The investigation ended in the summer of 1968. On August 8,
1968, Nosenko was given a third polygraph test. Two of the ques-
tions related to information he had supplied about Oswald. This
time Nosenko passed. The CIA, when asked by the committee to
comment on the third polygraph, now states: “This test is consid-
ered to be a valid test.”

This committee obtained an independent analysis of the three
polygraph tests given Nosenko from Richard Arther, president of
the Scientific Lie Detection, Inc., and a member of the American
Polygraph Association. In his report, Mr. Arther expresses the
judgment that the second test, the one in which the examiner
determined Nosenko was lying, was the most valid and reliable of
the three examinations administered to Nosenko.

As for the two questions about Oswald in the third test, Mr.
Arther characterized the first as ‘“‘atrocious” and the second as
“very poor” for use in assessing the validity of Nosenko’s re-
sponses.

In a report issued in October 1968, the security officer disputed
each and every conclusion of the report of the Soviet Russian
section written only 8 months earlier.

The security officer report, like the Soviet Russian section report,
paid little attention to the Oswald aspect of the Nosenko case.
Neither attempted to analyze the statements made about Oswald.
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Out of a combined total of 730 pages of the report, only 15 deal
with the alleged assassin of President Kennedy.

The security officer did reach the conclusion, however, that No-
senko was not dispatched by the Soviet Government to give false
information to the U.S. officials about Oswald.

The Warren Commission received FBI and CIA reports on No-
senko and his statements about Oswald but chose in its final report
not to refer to them. And while Nosenko expressed a willingness to
testify before the commission, as I previously noted, he was not
called as a witness.

The CIA has informed the House Select Committee of Nosenko's
status subsequent to the 1968 report as follows: Following the
acceptance of Nosenko’s bona fides in late 1968, an arrangement
was worked out whereby Nosenko was employed as an independent
contractor for the CIA effective March 1, 1969. His first contract
called for him to be compensated at the rate of $16,500 a year. As
of 1978 he is receiving $35,325 a year.

In addition to the record yearly compensation in 1972, Nosenko
was paid for the years 1964 through 1969 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 through July 1973
amounts totaling $50,000 to aid in his resettlement in the private
economy.

To this day, Nosenko is a consultant to the CIA and the FBI on
Soviet intelligence, and he lectures regularly on counterintelli-
gence.

In 1978, the select committee began its investigation of the No-
senko case. It was granted permission by the FBI and the CIA to
read all documents, to interview principals in the case, and to
question Nosenko himself about his knowledge of Oswald.

Nosenko spoke to the House committee on five occasions. During
two of these sessions, staff members took notes. In the third, No-
senko gave a sworn deposition, and on July 19 and 20, 1978, No-
senko testified before the committee in executive session. There
was no substantive variation in Nosenko’s recounting of the facts.
There have been, however, significant inconsistencies over the
years in Nosenko’s story.

Let me here note one, although others appear in the full sum-
mary. Nosenko has always insisted that the KGB never had any
contact with Oswald. He stated in both 1964 and 1968 that the
KGB determined that Oswald was of no interest to them and did
not even bother to interview him.

Question: And exactly why did no KGB officer ever speak to
fl)sfyvalg before they made the decision about whether to let him

efect?

Answer: We didn’t consider him an interesting target.

When asked if he knew of any other defector who was turned
away because he was uninteresting, Nosenko answered, no. No-
senko said the KGB not only did not question Oswald when he
asked to defect, it also did not interview him later when it was
decided he would be permitted to remain in Russia. At no time,
Nosenko told the committee, did the KGB talk to Oswald.
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Question: Now when it was determined that Oswald was going to
be allowed to stay in the Soviet Union and live in Minsk, did any
KGB officer speak to him at that time?
h.Answer: No. As far as my knowledge, nobody was speaking with

im.

Question: Why didn't the KGB speak to him then?

Answer: KGB once said we don’t have entrance. The same was
reported to the Government. Must be by the chairman that the
KGB doesn’t have interest. The KGB didn’t want to be involved.

According to Nosenko, the KGB would have been very interested
in the fact that Oswald worked at the air base in Japan from
which the super secret U-2 spy planes took off and landed.

Question: And in 1959, would the Soviet Union have been inter-
ested in someone who served as the radar operator on an air base
where U-2's took off and landed?

Answer: Yes, sir. It would be very interesting.

But Nosenko maintains that the KGB never spoke with Oswald,
so it didn’t know that he had any connection with the U-2 flights.

The head of the CIA Soviet Russia section from 1963 to 1968 was
asked by the committee if he knew of comparable situations in
which someone was not questioned, was just left alone, as Nosenko
says Oswald was. He replied that he did not know of any former
Soviet intelligence officer or other knowledgeable source to whom
they had spoken who felt that this would have been possible.

“If someone did” he said “I never heard of it.”

In short, Nosenko’s Oswald’s story is as follows: The KGB, al-
though very interested in the U-2, never learned anything about it
from Oswald because it didn’t know he had any knowledge of the
aircraft. Why? Because Oswald was never questioned by the KGB
because the decision was made that Oswald was of no interest to
Soviet intelligence.

After questioning Nosenko on a number of other statements and
their possible contradictions with prior statements which he made
to the FBI and the CIA in 1964 and receiving similar response to
the one I have just outlined, the committee in its May hearin
returned to earlier topics. Nosenko on numerous occasions ha
complained that the transcripts he was being shown were inaccu-
rate, that he had been drugged by the CIA during interrogation,
and that he was not fairly questioned, et cetera, et cetera, et
cetera. Therefore the committee decided to play for Mr. Nosenko
the actual tapes of the interrogation in which Nosenko made these
statements and to allow him to comment on them.

At the time a tape recorder was brought out and the following
was stated by the questioner: I would like to ask that this tape,
which is marked “3 July 1964, Reel No. 66", be deemed marked for
identification.

A recess was requested to put the tape in the machine. At the
conclusion of the recess, Nosenko returned to the room and then
refused to answer any questions dealing with interviews done by
the CIA prior to 1967. He stated that all statements prior to that
time by the CIA were the result of hostile interrogations, and that
he was questioned illegally in violation of his constitutional rights.

The committee considered how to respond to Mr. Nosenko’s ob-
jection, and after deliberation, it decided that all questions dealing
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with prior statements to the FBI and the CIA would be suspended
by the committee.

Mr. Chairman, that concludes my summary of the report. It is
appropriate to note that a draft of the staff report, a summary of
which was just read, was submitted to the CIA for declassification.
Within 2 days, the CIA declassified the entire draft, requiring that
only a few minor changes and the deletion of the names of agency
personnel and sources.

The committee provided both the FBI and the CIA with copies of
the report and asked the agencies if they wished to respond to the
report at the public hearing to be held today.

The FBI informed the committee that no response would be
submitted. The CIA has made available to the committee John
Clement Hart as its official representative to state the agency’s
position on the committee’s Nosenko report. Mr. Hart is a career
agent with the CIA, having served approximately 24 years. He has
held the position of chief of station in Korea, Thailand, Morocco,
Vietnam, as well as several senior posts at CIA headquarters in
Virginia.

Mr. Hart has considerable experience with Soviet intelligence
and counterintelligence activities while serving in various capaci-
ties in the United States and abroad. He has written two extensive
studies on Soviet defectors, one of which, dated 1976, dealt with the
handling of Yuri Nosenko by the CIA.

HMr. Chairman, it would be appropriate at this time to call Mr.
art.

Mr. PrEYER. At this time, before we hear this witness, the Chair
would like to take a few minutes recess until the other members
have had an opportunity to return from the vote. I think it is
important that they have the opportunity to hear this witness. So
at this time, the Chair will take a recess not to last more than 5
minutes.

The committee stands in recess for 5 minutes.

[Recess.]

Chairman Stokes. The committee will come to order.

The committee calls Mr. John Hart.

Mr. Hart, would you please stand, raise your right hand and be
sworn. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give before
this committee will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but
the truth, so help you God?

Mr. HaRrr. I do, sir.

Chairman Stokes. Thank you. You may be seated.

The Chair recognizes counsel Ken Klein.

Mr. KLEIN. Mr. Chairman, at this time I believe Mr. Hart would
like to make a statement to the committee.

Chairman SToKES. You are recognized, sir.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN HART

Mr. Hart. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen. Before I begin
my statement, I would like to make a prefatory remark on a
technical aspect of what was said about me by the chief counsel,
Mr. Blakey. I was not and never have been what is called a career
agent with the CIA. I bring that up only because that term hap-
pens to have a technical meaning in the Agency. I was what you





