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ASSASSINATION OF JOHN F. KENNEDY
T
. Thursday, June 1, 1978
4] .
n =f U.S. House of Representatives,
= ' John F. Kennedy Subcommittee of
- % the Select Committee on Assassi-
~ nations, :
& 7 ,a
~ : !
| ] _
z L < Washington, D. C. P
- .'! Deposition of
3} 7 :
- | .
Yo BRUCE SOLIE, -
: L
g . i called for examination by staff counsel for the subcommittee;
=
Z . | pursuant to notice, in the offices of House Annex II, Room .
L | .
- } 3370, Second and D Streets, Southwest, Washington, D. C., i
= <} P
- i b
= , | beginning at 10:33 o'clock a.m., before Elizabeth Berning, :
DR :
£ |:E a Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia, when o
; .. . were present on behalf of the respective parties: ?
S ' }
; ',} For the Subcommittee: ?
; .5; Ken Klein é
- o For the Deponent: 1
s .Qf (There was no representation by counsel.) :
) a1 ?
T B
2257 aa ] : :
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PROCEEDINGS

Mr. Klein. Why don't we just begin. é

Mr. Solie, why don't you identify yourself, please. :

Mr. Solie. Bruce L. Solie. f

]

Mr. Klein. And where do you work? ;

Mr. Solie. I am employed by the Central Intelligence %
Agency. ;
Mr. Klein. Will the Clerk please swear Mr. Solie. E

Ms. Berning. Mr. Solie, would you stand, please, and |

raise your right hand. f
Do you swear that the testimony you are about to f

give will be true to the best of your knowledge, informationf
i

and belief?

MI. SOlie. I dO. ‘:

Ms. Berning. Thank you.

e

== '~""Mr. Klein. And Ms. Berning, do you have the authority

g

to swear in a witness in the District of Columbia? j
Ms. Berning. Yes. I am a Notary Public under the lawsﬁ

H

of the District of Columbia. 5
Mr. Klein. Thank you very much. '

|

i
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TESTIMONY OF MR. BRUCE L. SOLIE, CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE
AGENCY

Mr. Klein. Mr. Solie, will you please give me your

background in the CIA?
Mr. Solie. I have been employed by CIA since August lst,;
1951. Throughout my career, I have been with the QOffice of
Security. During much of that time, I have been involved in
counterintelligence matters for the Office of Security.
Mr. Klein. Could you give me some idea what the function

| of the Office of Security is?

i I A RN S ROTE. AT RIS A0 % R S

Mr. Solie. The Office of Security is responsible for

T s

the security of the Agency personnel, Agency facilities, and ;

? also for contractual matters in which the Agency has classified;
i,material.
Mr. RKlein. I am just going to back up for one moment I
'} at this time and state for the record that it is 10:35 a.m. ]
7y on June the 1lst, 1978, and we are present in the House Select é
i Committee on Assassinations headquarters at Second and D Streeé?,
| Southwest, in Washington, D. C. :

Now, when was the first time that you heard the name

R T o T e L T

E,Yuri Nosenko?

Mr., Solie. The early days of June, 1962.

Mr. Klein. And was that at the time that Nosenko made
';.contact with U.S. agents in Geneva?

Mr, Solie, I probably learned of the case shortly after

SECRET

ALCZ3SCSN RESQRTING COMBANY
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the first contact or the second contact in Geneva, Switzerland.

Mr. Klein. And what was the reason that you became aware.
of Nosenko and the fact that he was in contact with United
States agents?

Mr. Solie. Nosenko, as a KGB officer, was of definite

i interest to the Office of Security for counterintelligence
i reasons. Interest was in obtaining any information which he :
i |

could furnish which would be of value or assistance in maintaid-

» ing the security of the Agency and its personnel. f

~Mr. Klein. Were any other people from your department *
involved with Nosenko at that time in 19627

Mr. Solie. Naturally the Director of Security and the

Deputy Director of Security would have been aware of it, or ;?

I should say were aware of it. I do not recall that anyone .

else in my immediate office was aware of it because the matter§5

! was very closely held.

Mr. Klein. Did you go to Geneva in 19622

Mr. Solie. I went to Geneva in June 1962. I cannot give.

R R AL

you the exact date, but it would have been -~ I believe I

arrived about the time or shortly after the fourth contact

with Nosenko.
| Mr. Klein. Did you have an opportunity to speak with :é

4
Nosenko? ' 5

Mr. Solie. The situation at that time was not such ﬁ

that I spoke to Nosenko. Details in regard to it involved

SECRET
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a certain unwillingness on the part of the individuals handling
the case, and second, it was also a question of advisability ‘

since Nosenko was in the immediate future returning to the

USSR.

SNt e smeme &

Mr..Klein. Did you pose questions or -- did you pose

questions for him to answer that would relate to your departmen#?
1
Mr. Solie. Yes. I gave the responsible case officers @
certain questions in certain areas which I wanted to have ]

covered during the remaining interview with Nosenko.

Mr. Klein. Were these questions asked?

Mr. Solie. To a certain extent. Not satisfactory as
far as I was concerned.

Mr.Klein. In what way?

Mr. Solie. However, there were'various circumstances ié
':involved which, for one thing, time, so it should not be :é
considered as a complete criticism. .

Mr. Klein. Did you receive any information from

02 B et

Nosenko in 1962 relating to security matters which you then
had an opportunity to check out at a later date? :
Mr. Solie. It was agreed that any information furnished ;

i

would be very closely held and only limited action would be ;
! taken in order to protect the security of the source. 1In
answer to your question, there were no leads at that time

which definitely pointed toward the Agency. I am speaking of

counterintelligence leads.

)

ALDER REPORTING CTMRAENY
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Mr.

of those

Klein. Did you receive any information as a result

contacts by Nosenko in 1962, did you receive any

information relevant to the areas in which you were working?

Mr.

Solie. Relevant, yes. But again, the briefing which

I received concerning remarks by Nosenko were somewhat limited

and at the least, incomplete.

Mr.

Klein. Why were you given incomplete and limited

information pertaining to Nosenko's statements?

Mr.

Solie. I do not think I could attribute it to or

should attribute it to -- attribute motive. I feel it is

sufficient to say that, in retrospect, that even at that time

it is apparent that I did not receive all of the details.

Mr. Klein. 1In light of what followed in 1964, concerning

the assessment and treatment of Nosenko by certain members of

the Agency, would you believe that the kind of briefing you

received

Mr,

Mr.

in 1962 is in any way related?

Solie. No.

Klein. The people who briefed you, what division of

the CIA were they in?

Mr.

Solie. I believe both at the time were in the Soviet

Russia division.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Klein. Do you recall who it was that briefed you?
Solie. Pete Bagley and George Kissevalter.

Klein. At the time you spoke to them in 1962, did

1you ask for a more detailed briefing or in any way indicate

SECRET
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z that you were not satisfied with the information that you were
|

being given relative to Nosenko?

Mr. Solie.

No, because it was agreed at that time that

whatever the information, it would not be acted upon except

in isolated instances for the protection of the source.

Mr.Klein.
were incomplete?

Mr. Solie.

In what way do you think those original briefings

Well, a retranscription of the meetings, of

the 1962 meetings in '67-'68 reflected some differences in

the previously reported information and also provided additional

details.

Mr. Klein.

Mr. Solie.

Mr. Klein.

Were the differences =--
Material?

Was it differences as far as misinformation a

opposed to leaving something out in the briefings that you

received?

Mr., Solie.

No, I would mot ecall it misinformation.

Incomplete information.

Mr. Klein.

I don't mean misinformation as making a

comment on intent.

Were you given any information that was incorrect based

upon a reading of the transcript at the later date?

Mr. Solie,.

Yes, based on the later date, but then you

.

haveito recognize that all I had in 1962 were verbal briefings.

No verbal briefing can be as.complete as a written record.

SEGRET

ALCEZRISCON RIPORTING COMPANY
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Mr. Klein. Again, I am asking not whether there was

2 Y4 information that was left out of the briefing. I am asking

3: whether it was intentional or not intentional, there was

4 | information given that was not correct upon reading the actual j .
§ SE tranecript. ? %
é é; Mr. Solie. Yes. ‘%
g 7; Mr. Klein. Were you specifically prohibited from reading é f%
S Ef‘these transcripts of the 1962 interviews in 1962? | 1%
- i 3
S 5 Mr. Solie. At the time I was involved, I do not believe 2 %
. g
; !c;;the transcripts had actually, or the alleged transcripts had .
% !Ef.actually been prepared. What happened was that for -- it was %
; Z:é agreed that only very limited action would be taken in this ?
§ 3:.;particular case, based on the information, for the protection ﬁ
% ?Aféof source. The actual contact of Nosenko would be very cloself
§ :Sliheld for security reasons. And it was hoped that in the i
; Xétireasonable future he would be able to come out again. - }5
? :7%‘ Mr. Klein. Do you know when that transcript of his 1962 é
% ?32 contact was transcribed? zé
g !9§ Mr.Solie. No, I couldn't say. |
§ 20% Mr. Klein. You stated that you read it in 1966 or '67, isﬁ

| !
1 i

e ¢' 'that correct?
Mr. Solie. By that time.

Mr. Klein. Was there any reason that you didn't read it

[k}

prior to '66?

Mr. Solie. Well, until '64, during that period of time, E

SIORET
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‘ nothing was being done in regard to the information except,

i was dispatched or under the control of the KGB. Doy
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as I say, in certain cases, but this was for the protection of -

the source.

Mr. Klein. 1In 1962, subsequent to Nosenko's first contacﬁ?
Hy
with United States agents, was there any kind of rivalry within |

the Agency with relation to Nosenko and what he was saying? :
Mr. Solie. If not at that time, very shortly thereafter.i;
Mr. Klein. And what was the extent of this competition ogé
conflict? .;
Mr. Solie. Opinion in regard to whether the information fy

furnished by Nosenko was somehow related to information furnisﬁe&

by Golitsyn.

iR i SRR s

Mr. Klein. The people in the Soviet bloc bureaun,

department, whatever you call it, what was their position as

-

tozNosenko in 1962, subsequent to June?

Mr. Solie. I cannot put a date on this, but I was well )

¢ i

aware that by 1963 there was rather strong opinion that Nosenkdq %

Mr. Klein. Subsequent to the June 1962 contacts, what waé

i

your opinion about Rosenko, based on the briefings that you haé

received? fi
Mr. Solie. I had an open mind. A, five meetings would g é
be insufficient. If I had all the details, five meetings 2 % ]
would be insufficient to come to a conclusion one way or the g % %
b ;

other,
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Mr.Klein. The information which was given to you as a

: result of the 1962 meetings, did you find any of it to be
|
|

| incorrect, meaning did Nosenko supply any information which

you checked out and it did not check?

‘

Mr. Solie. For what limited information I had, the answer!

IR, o et

is no.

Mr. Klein. No meaning it did check out. )

Mr. Solie. It checked out, which is it did, when I say
that I had only limited information.
Mr. Klein. At that time, in 1962, based on your backgrounﬁ

as an intelligence officer, what was your opinion on the generai
y 5
iproposition that the Soviets would dispatch an agent, an ;
' H
intelligence agent to feed misinformation to the U.s.? |

Mr. Solie. That they would dispatch an agent, I have littie

doubt. I am necessarily more skeptical that they would !

1
5
!permlt an experienced KGB officer to defect.

% Mr. Klein. Would you consider Nosenko, according to his -
t own description of his background, to be an experienced
intelligence officer in the XGB?

Mr. Solie. Yes, in particular since he was from the z

iSecond Chief Directorate, of which little was known at that !
?time. : ;

)

5 Mr. Klein. Subsequent to you receiving the briefing which:
1
’you had in 1962, when did you next become involved in any way
| ;

1w1th Nosenko? : _
EORED

4
ALCSISON REPORTING SCSHFANY
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| of my branch became then aware of the case.

wialbiimd 11

Mr. Solie. I became aware that Nosenko had returned to

| Geneva, Switzerland, almost immediately after it occurred,

January 1964,

Mr. Klein. Other than the Chief and Deputy Chief of the
Security Division, was anybody else in your division aware of
Nosenko's reappearance in Geneva?

Mr. Solie. My estimate would be that for.the first ten
days it was rather closely held because he was in place. After

the defection it was an entirely different matter. The memberé

Mr. Klein. During the first days, when first contact i

was made in 1964 with Nosenko, what role did you play,, if

| any? é
Mr. Solie. I remained at headquarters? g

Mr. Klein. Did you travei 'to Geneva in 19647 é

Mr. Solie. No . ]

Mr. Klein. Did you travel to Germany in 19647 '

Mr. Solie. No. :

Mr. Klein. During 1964, did you meet Nosenko at any é
time? %
Mr. Solie. No. %

Mr. Klein. Did anybody from Security meet Nosenkarduringé
19647 »

Mr. Solie. The Office of Security handling Nosenko after

arrival in the United States had certain involvement. I did not:
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Mr.

Mr.

Mr,

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mx.

separately.

Mr.

1 covered?

)

meet Nosenko.

Klein.

Solie.

Klein.

Solie,

Klein.

Solie.

Klein.

Solie.

Klein.

‘a certain amount of it.

Did you read these in '64?

Were they asked?

They were partially asked and partially not

12

personally be involved in it. 1In other words, I did not

Did you have an opportunity to read any

transcripts of statements given by Nosenko in 19642

Did you have an opportunity to submit questioni

H

to be asked of Nosenko in 196472 1E

3
I submitted probably a hundred, several hundra#

Was there any kind of dividion determining,

recognized determining which questions would be askad,

and which wouldn't be?

Solie.

to is questions concerning an entire topic which was submitted

Klein.

In other words, if they had covered the topic, it

lh
l]

I am not referring to a selection regarding thé?

questions on a particular piece of paper. What I am referringz

" was not missed questions, but all of the areas which I wanted

31explored were not explored or were not covered. |

Did you then or do you now have any reason

why certain areas were not covered which you requested be
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; Nosenko's bona fides?

g Mr., Solie. Yes.

5|conclusion?
R .
j Mr. Solie. Not necessarily my conclusions. It was the

f way the case was handled immediately after he returned to

N

N e s 2
Wreatrriae 3

13

Mr. Solie. Well, at that time there was a positive

| conclusion by certain officials that Nosenko was dispatched,

! and therefore the aim was to get an admission. i

Mr. Klein. What was your: opinion at:that time as to

Mr. Solie. I had an open mind because he had not been

sufficiently debriefed for a logical conclusion to be made. i

Mr. Klein. 1In your opinion, was this disposition to

regard him as not bona fide, did it begin prior to the 1964

defection? i

Mr. Klein. And what specifically leads you to that

Switzerland?
Mr. Klein. How? =

Mr. Solie. And particularly after he arrived in the

to at this time?

‘i
! Mr. Solie. Normally, in the case-df a defector, hours,

1 :
1

3 hours, days, weeks and months are spent debriefing him,

!
ﬁ obtaining information. It was not done in that case.
!
‘

Mr. Rlein. He was not debriefed for a period of weeks in .

E SEORET

0t e cmng MEDARTNMS (SAUIINY

United States. E;

i Mr. Klein. What was done or said that you are referring !

IR T
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‘\)

Mr. Solie. He arrived in the United States, give or take

i
|
!
'}a couple of days, I would say 10 February, 12 February 1964,

and by early April his movements were restricted. This is only§

a six week period, approximately.

Mr. Klein. Would a six week period be far less than a R

normal defector would be questioned and debriefed?

Mr. Solie. Surely, because part of this time was speng

on vacation.

Mr. Klein. 1Is it unusual to have.a defector's movements

. .
| restricted? P
| . . . P
Mr. Solie. Certain security precautions are taken in regarﬁ

to defectors for security reasons, for protection of the P

individual. In this case, the handling was completely differenq,

Mr. Klein. Could you be specific? .

Mr. Solie. I believe the date was April 4th, 1964, Nosenﬁq

was placed in confinement. i

Mr. Klein. Had any other defectors been placed in conflneq

ment?

Mr. Solie. No.

Mr. Klein. During February-March of 1964, were you aware

of deliberations at the Agency regarding what to do with .

Nosenko? 1§

Mr. Solie. I was quite aware of the controversy, but in
answer to your question, if you are referring to the conflnemen;

SEGRET |
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} that took my by surprise, and I was out of town on related
{
| business when it occurred. i

| Mr. Klein. During the two months of controversy, February
and March of 1964, did you have an opportunity to make your
views known as to your opinion of Nosenko and what should be !
i done with him?
Mr. S8olie. Part of this time was spent by me running dowi

|
\ ]
or~disproving an allegation which had already been made againsé

a former emplovee of ours.

Mr. Klein. Was the allegation made by Nosenko?:

Mr. Solie. No.

Mr. KRlein. Was it made in relation to what Nosenko had

said?

Mr. Solie. It was made in relation to what Nosenko hadn't

said, perhaps. Anyhow, it was a very serious allegation Whichg
: | was nécessary‘ta”éigﬁg; establish or put an end to it, and |
that is what I was doing at that time.

Mr. Klein. At that time,-- would you describe the work

you were doing at that time as being related to Nosenko?

Mr. Solie. Oh, very much. %

Mr. Klein. And considering --

Mr. Solie. And Golitsyn.

Mr. Klein. And Golitsyn.

And considering that you were working in that-area, and

considering that you had been involved "beginning in June of
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1962 with the Nosenko matter, was it unusual that you were

1 not consulted before Nosenko was put into isolation?

: Mr. Solie. Well, the actual decision pertaining to this

)

'rS

| was made fairly quickly, and at the time it occurred, I was
: ; i
; out of town, as I say, on related business. The deliberations .

“n

O

on this, discussions on this particular matter I was not involved.

‘7; in. I believe the first I knew that this was going to happen
!

(3 V]

20024 (202) 55u-2345

jiwas really after it had happened. The controversy I was aware i;

]
[

| of because perhaps at that time I was already a part of the

~N

‘¢ j controversy.

Mr. Klein. How would you have been a part of the contro- :

HASEHIUGTON, B, C.

!
1
y
]
t

17 jversy at that time? o ‘g
= H D &
g 125; Mr., Solie. As I told you, I was involved in proving or § é 2;
= i : oo 5
% ‘4§%disproving a theory concerning a former Agency employee. f ,g
é !5,? Mr. Klein. You stated ghat you eventually disproved f 'g
% !éfrthe theory, is that right? +
% !TE: Mr.Solie. Rather quickly. _g é
§ ?Sé Mr., Klein. By disproving that theory, did that serve to ; é
g ‘?g show Nosenko to be tona fide or not bona fide? ; |
§ 20% Mr. Solie. Well, it was difficult, really, to relate % é

| P

¢! 1 this to him in the first place because he had nothing to say

220 - ! $ 1 i €4

55(1 =2 ! about it of significance.
23 t Mr. Klein. So =-- H
Zii Mr. Solie. It is a matter of interpretation. There was ?

'ireasoning which at that time I couldn't or later agree with, ©
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1

' drawing conclusions without any substantiating evidence.
: Mr. Klein. At that time in 1964, did you feel they had
| drawn conclusions without any substantiating evidence?
Mr. Solie. I would prefer to say it was insufficient,
yes. -
i
i Mr. Klein. Were you aware specifically of all the materiél%

they had considered in 1964 before they made their decision

to isolate Nosenko?

Mr. Solie. Pretty much.

Mr. Klein. How did you become aware of that at that time??é

Mr. Solie. I was aware of what was going on at that timegv
but I was not personally involved.

Mr. Klein. But when you say you were aware of what was :

going on, were you aware specifically of what kinds of things

} they were asking and what things Nosenko was answering, and

what the final decision to isolate him was based upon? Were

you aware of the specifics of that?
Mr. Solie. Yes, if you can:.call it specifics. I do not ?é
| call it specifics. It was a particular opinion.

Mr. Klein. When you learned that:Nosenko had been

e R L

confined, what was -- what action, if any, did you take?

DN )

Mr. Solie. I made an effort at that time, or shortly

s, 5

thereafter, as soon as it settled down, to try to have him

systematically debriefed. However, I did not meet Nosenko.

This consisted of questions, subjects submitted with detailed
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questions to ask, and to ask him, to follow up on, and this

credibility of Nosenko?

| went on for two or three months, three or four months in '64.

Mr. Klein. Were your questions presented to Nosenko?

Mr. Solie. As I said before, up to a certain point, and

E after that, the questions were not, sir. i

Mr. Klein. And based on the questions that were given

§[to Nosenko and his responses, did you form any opinion as to the

Mr. Solie. The information which anyone had at that time

would not permit an honest conclusion one way or the other. ;

At that time, I had what I considered at that time, and which I

i what Nosenko was saying. One might be to analyze whether the

still consider to have been an open mind on it.

Mr. Klein. Let me suggest =~ and correct me if I am ;

wrong -- that there could be two ways at that time of analyzing

1 information he was giving us was correct information, whether

| the leads were valid, and the second question is whether he

? is dispatched or not, and it would seem that he could be

H

giving us valid information and still be dispatched.

Mr. Solie. Yes.

SERTART SRS N S

o R SRR b

Mr.Klein. And my question to you is, based on the questi f

and answers given by Nosenko in '62 and '64, which you were

aware of, did you form an opinion as to whether his answers

;ito our questions were valid and credible as opposed to whether

i
‘

!
i

1
4
i

he was dispatched or not?
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Mr. Solie. Well, it became apparent that a number of
/ the leads which he was furnishing were good leads. That does
;; : 1 not say he could not have been dispatched, but the leads
? 4; were checking out. ;
3 : !
% z 5; Mr.Klein. This was in 1964. ?é
? é 5;} Mr. Solie. Yes. The FBI which has gotten numerous :%
e - ! P
? E 7; leads domestically, things were checking out. Now, that isn't; é
E § 3? to say that every lead from Nosenko was a lead to a KGB gf
: ;é agent, but the pieces of information being furnished checked E
' : " Eout. ;
% y'f; So at that time, I had to be leaning toward the opinion §
? 1;;§that it was a KGB officer, that he had served in the Second ; E
% :3_EChief Directorate. E i
= i : P
f §45§ Mr. Klein. And at that time did you have any thoughts i %
é :5i§one way or the other as to whether the was dispatched? f é
2 :;“é Mr. Solie. I had to keep an open mind on that. There é %
z 'Ti was insufficient information for anyone to make a conclusion. . é
; :a% Mr. Klein. You stated that at a certain point in 1964, you& ?
; ’92 questions were no longer being given to Nosenko. 1Is that i %
~ : tod
§ 20; correct? ? ’
i |
o zri Mr. Solie. My requests were no longer being serviced. f
DT
;22? 2 Mr. Klein. And did you have any further contact with :
23 %Nosenko after your requests were no longer being serviced? é
24Ei Mr. Solie. Well, let's make it clear. I had no personal | %
: P
as %contact with Nosenko until October ‘'67. -

i
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Mr, Klein.

mean of any kind, of questions being given, or were you involved

o b A it Y

20

I understand that. Wwhen I say contact, I

1 in any kind of process to determine what to do with Nosenko?

When was the next time you had any kind of contact with

Nosenko, not necessarily personal?

Mr.

to have a certain awareness in the case.

Mr.

Mr.

Solie.

Klein.

Solie.

That I was aware of the case? I continued

What was that?

Well, certain interviews which were conducted

I had limited knowledge of. i

Mr.

Klein.

check out leads

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

Solie.

Klein.

Solie.

Klein.

Solie.

Klein.

Solie.

Rlein.

iduring that period of time,

Did you continue through '64 and later to
given ;by Nosenko?

Yes. i
Did you check these.leads out through 1965?
Yes.

Through 19667

Yes.
Through 19672

'67, positively.
Other than checking out leads given by Nosenko %

'64 to '67, did you have any other

contact with the whole Nosenko issue at the Agency?

Mr.

Solie.

Yes, I was deeply involved in it.

Mr. Klein. What was the extent of your involvement?

Mx.

Solie.

I was involved in Golitsyn.
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Mr. Klein. ©Now, Golitsyn is another Soviet defector, is
that correct?
Mr. Solie. Yes.
Mr.Klein. And would you describe for me how your involvemé?t

iniGolitsyn involved you in Nosenko at the same time, give é?

AT S e

us a summary of that?

Mx. Solie. Golitsyn's opinion or I should say expressed
opinion was in agreement with the conclusions of the SI Divisi&né
and the CI Staff. | :

Mr. Klein. Let me interrupt you for just a moment.

Why do you make a distinction between his opinion as oppoéed[

to his expressed opinion? Do you believe that he might have a§

i

Mr. Solie. I really wouldn't care to comment concerning

the thinking of Golitsyn. When I used the word "expressed

opinions" that is exactly what I meant.
Mr. Klein. I just wondered if there was a particular reason :

that you put in that word. ' by

Mr. Solie. I have had my differences with Golitsyn, too. :

So I would prefer to keep.personalities out of it as
much as possible.

Mr. Klein. I interrupted you. i

Mr. Solie. That I didn't agree with Golitsyn is a
matter of record, on certain things.

Mr. Klein. You were telling us about your relationship

SEORET
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with Golitsyn and how that involved Nosenko.

| intermeshed after '64.

Golitsyn, for what purpose were you involved with him?

intelligence.

f Mr. Klein. Were you checking out leads that he would

lisupply?

. Mr. Solie. Yes.

1

iout?

Mr. Solie. Yes, similar, but after '67 when I becanme

1nvolved in Nosenko, I found that he was very cooperative.

J
|

ties.
Mr. Klein. Did you find Golitsyn to be uncooperative?
Mr. Solie. At times, quite.

Mr. Klein. The leads that Golitsyn gave you, did they

i check out:-as often as the leads that Nosenko gave you?

Mr. Solie. Nope.

Now, that is not =-- the leads were a little different,

jI had problems with Golitsyn's opinions.
!

Mr. Klein. Could you elaborate on that a little more?

SEORET

ALCSSSCN RESCRTING COMPaNY

Mr. Klein. What was the extent of your relationship with

Mr. Solie. Agency security matters, personnel, counter-

Mr. Klein. Was it very similar to your involvement with

Nosenko as far as one of them provides a lead and you check it ﬁ

The leads from him were more numerous, two different personali-;

Mr. Solie. Well, the two became complete, almost completely

!
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Mr. Solie. Well, I had found as far as Nosenko was
concerned, his facts were quite consistent, very cooperative,
and very, very helpful as far as straightening out conflicts..
é Golitsyn indulged in opinions which became ~¢ which came out
as facts rather than opinions, and opinions can be wrong.

1 Pacts are facts.

Mr. Klein. Who was the Director of the Central Intelligencf

’ i
i

;

|
P
.

Agency in 1964 when the decision was made to isolate Nosenko?
Mr. Solie. It must have been McCone. ;E

ii Mr, Klein. Did you make any attempt to make whoever was

| the director, if it was McCone, to make him aware of your ;f

'| viewpoint of the treatment that was being given to Nosenko? '

Mr. Solie. 1In '64? ;

Mr., Klein. Yes.

Mr. Solie. No.

Mr. Klein. I have before me a report written by you, :
élin June of '67, June 19th, '67, and I will show it to you. '
(The Witness inspected the document.) : f
Mr. Solie. Only the pages to here are my report. si

Mr. Klein. That is up to page 18.

And the pages that you are stating are not your report
are the report by the polyaraph operators. Is that correct? : !

o Mr. Solie. Yes. 1964.

Mr. Klein. VYes, the last part of this material is an
1 '

i April 8th, 1964 polygraph report, and other than that, the

M

1
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‘rest- of this material =--

2 Mr. Solie. Those are actually two documents which should:

zilnot be stapled together because they are not -- one was not ;

2 an attachment to the other. I« :

Si Mr. Klein. Well, taking them one at a time, then, and ;é

5; I should read for the record the title page to identify this ;%

7§ report. I won't mark it since it is a CIA document, but it 55

Eﬁlsays Bruce Solie's 26 page report, 058-1441/A, i.e., Nosenko, ;é

93'19’June 1967 from 0S8 =-- I would imagine 0S is Office of 5;
= !Of Security. ‘ ;5
g !!i Mr. Solie. Yes. ‘ éé
g :22 Mr. Klein. Now, could you take this material =-- as you %f
% Izélsay, it is two separate reports, and tell us what each of the i:
% :4? reports is and give us a little backéround on why each was ;{
% !S;!written? :
? lé’ Mr. Solie. Are you speaking of these two reports? f
% 17; Mr. Klein. Yes. You told us the first two parts of _ f%
; ‘32 this =-- no, I am not talking about the polygraph report. I '
g ??% am talking about -- oh, I think I may have made a mistake. Yo%i
§ Zoi,are saying that all the pages other than the polygraph are one%é

i
v = -~ ' .
e S Mr. Solie. Yes.

a3 Mr. Klein. And that the polygraph report is a separate

i ! TR iaiadoh L

B | report which should not have been attached.

= Mr. Solie. Which I do not care to comment on.
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Mr. Klein. I see.

o Mr. Solie. They are attached together but they should not'
é’ I | be. They were never attached together. 3 ;
; 45 Mr. Klein. Leaving out the April 8th, 1964 polygraph ! E«
> :
g g 5; report, would you explain the background of this June 19th, Eé :

< . : ‘

E ? éé 1967 report? ;;

g g 7! Mr. Solie. This report was prepared in 1967 at the }

é é E?Irequest of the Director of Security and the Deputy DCI. gg
3 S ;EI Mr. Klein. Who were the two people who you just referred :; 1
. = ; ;! .
: £ 9 | to? R
2 % ?73§ Mr. Solie. Howard Osborne was Director of Security, and 'i jé
) & ! : b |
f % -IléAdmiral Taylor was Deputy Director, or Deputy DCI. é; .i
:. o i : 5
: g iz Also, the DCI was involved, but the matter of the Nosenko g gj
% i !:%icase had been given by the DCI, the DDCI to try to come to some?ﬁ .%
% % 55§!conclusion. f‘; E
? ?55 Mr. Klein. Who was the DCI at that time? ;; “

% "%l Mr., Solie. Richard Helms. ’ ;g

§ '53 There were discussions in 1967 between the Director of zé

& l P

Z !?2 Security and the DDCI concerning the case. Mr. Osborne was 23

g 202 very much concerned over the case, advised the DDCI that I ?f

EE§§§%7'E§had considerable knowledge concerning the case, and was not é%

ﬁ?ii :zlzin agreement with certain conclusions which had been made by ;é

23;:51. The DDCI requested that I write some type of an answer to : |

‘“E a large report which had been prepared by SI, and also which

1would also include pertinent observations concerning the case.

' OTARET
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This is the result of the memo which you have here. It

i
’j was not intended to indicate that I had all the answers in the ;
]

-4

-3

< :, case., It was more intended to ~-- some answers are needed in

o 4 | the case. i

s : |

g £ Mr. Klein. Osborne was head of the Security Department. i ;

' é . Mr. Solie. Director of Security. o
7 Mr. Klein. Director of Security in 1967. Was he Director |

ol e o R L

2 1 of Security in 19622 a

Mr. Solie. 1In 1962, Osborne was Chief, SI.

)

o AR Bl e i

9 Mr. Klein. He was the Chief -- ,

"o Mr. Solie. I believe he was Chief, SI, Deputy Chief -~

(38 )

Chief, SI.

Mr. Klein. And in 1964 where was he? .

Mr. Solie. In early 1964 -- the dates are a little

hazy -~ I believe Osborne was Deputy Director of Security, and:

Robert Bannerman was Director of Security, but at least shortly
7 1 thereafter Osborne became Director of Security?
Mr. Klein. Sometime in 19642

Mr. Solie. I would say sometime in 1964. I would have t§

{

check my dates a little bit because I am not sure how long

i Inn TH STREET, S. .U, REIGRTURS BULLLI NG, VASIMIIGTON, D.C. 20024 (202) §54-21ns
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1 i Mr. Bannerman was Director of Security before he moved on. !

30

{

Mr. Klein. Do you know of any reason why Mr. Osborne
23 expresses his concern with the Nosenko matter in 1967 as

‘4 opposed to '66, '65, or '64?

Mr. Solie. One can't say that his concern just started -
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in '67. This was a matter of concern during the period '64, '65,

and '66 also. It was a matter of concern =-

(8 ]

“)

Mr. Klein. My question was not so much was it a matter of |

concern, but why was 1967 the time when your concerns were o

i
;A
L

'S

brought up and you were given an opportunity to write a documedﬁ

in

such as the one we have before us? Why did that happen in \;

'672 L

Mr. Solie. It is difficult to say why something happens ?E

. 20024 (202) S5%-23945
[$7)

at a particular time.

(
~>
i,

The caseof Nosenko was a matter of deep concern to Mr,.

! Osborne as it was.to Mr. Helms and it was to Mr, Taylor,

i Admiral Taylor, although Admiral Taylor was relatively new

t?

v+ i in his position as DDCI. The answer to your question, why

.. | didn't it happen in '66, why didn't it happen in '66?

Mr. Klein. Or '65?

Reprouuceu 1iom Lig (uidliiys UL L@ National Axrchiy
@8 Hscop '
{Rg
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Mr. Solie. Well1~you‘h£véﬂ£o realize that certain rather

M.

.-
1

| high officials in the Agency had some rather fixed opinions
‘ ) lf
133 on this case. I didn't agree with them. '67 seemed to be the?é

year. I am not sure why.

ana 7T STREET, &
“

gg: Mr. Klein. Would you elaborate what you would see to Ei

21 | be your qualifications to investigate the bona fides of Nosenkdf
P ieresl

;:Q";ﬁr;r :! '
“ad ’ﬂ,uwhy you as opposed to somebody else in Security or somebody els?

22 1 in some other division would be well qualified to do this? 5’

4 Mr. Solie. Most of my career in the Office of Security,

FETAERR R EETh T a1t

which is the same as CIA, has been in counterintelligence i e
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]

matters. I worked closely with the Bureau for a good many
f
| years =-- I am speaking of the FBI. It has been my field, it
1 has been my career. I consider as far as Soviet Intelligence

is concerned, I will match my knowledge against anyone in the

business, and this is also with the qualification that nobody

|
I have done for, let's say, 25 years.

| Mr. Klein. Had you conducted any investigations prior to
|
' this one?

Mr. Solie. Yes.

I would not care to state how many or where, but I can

Mr. Klein. Subsequent to this June 19th, 1967 reéort,

Mr. Solie. This particular paper created a little bit

ygiven to SR division, and it was apparent that it was not
iin agreement with their paper.

So what happened on this was that aside from SR, the %

DDCI and the DCI were interested in something being done in

! a positive fashion concerning the case, and I was involved

.also in a couple of discussions with the BDCI and the Director ,

kof Security, the result of which, the decision was made to move

i Nosenko to the local area.

g Mr., Rlein. To the where?

| STORET
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; knows all the answers in this business. However, that is what

say that for years before this I was involved in that business.:!
what was your next involvement in this Nosenko issue? P

of, or I should say a considerable stir because it was eventual;f
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Mr. Solie. No. The thought was that I would come up witﬁl

Mr. Solie. To the local area where I could have complete
; access to him, and an effort being made to do something positive
é’ 3 lin the case. |
; s ; Mr. Klein. Could you elaborate what you mean by positive,?é
> ! !
§ g ??.something;positive. | ;@
: é 5§ Mr. Solie. What was happening was a dead end. Nothing :é
g '73 was happening. g’
é 3§l Mr. Klein. But what =-- could you tell us, at the time !
& A '
< 7% this first report was written, what exactly to your knowledge .
; tc;'was Nosenko's situation? i
% i Mr. Solie. Isolated. ' :
7 : !
S e Mr. XKlein. Was he being questioned? ;‘
§
z z:'! Mr. Solie. NoO. |
i ?42 Mr. Klein. And when you say something positive, does ;?
g !Ezgthat mean taking him out of isolation? f ?
; B Mr. Solie. Correct. One of the things -- ;
% "él Mr. Klein. What else?” E .
§ ‘3% Mr. Solie. Trying to come to some conclusion in:theicase éi ?
b ! b iy
§ '?i and see what could be done about putting him in the mainstreamé é /,é
g 20; of life. No one had the answers at that time, either but it %i é
i : P
-ZG%%E}iléiwas at least a positive step. i § f?
e 33;‘ Mr. Klein. Was there any discussion at that time as i; %
zzéito what would be done if further investigation and debriefing : ?
2t | determined that Nosenko was not bona fide? i% '%
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some kind of conclusion.

Mr. Klein. A conclusion as to whether he was bona fide,
or a conclusion as to what to do with him if he wasn't bona
fide?

Mr., Solie. I think it was one thing at a time. If you
concluded bona fide, the second question is moot.

Mr. Klein. Did you ever speak to Helms about either this
June 19th, 1967 report or the report you wrote following this?

Mr. Solie. Both. In this case, after this, there were
discussions also in Helms' office, and when a final decision
was made, this is wﬂat we are going to do.

Mr. Klein. What did Helms tell you as a result of this

June 19th, 1967 report? What did he speak about?

Mr. Solie. Helms was acquainted with the work that I had

been doing for a number of years before this. It was not a
matter of any specific directions; it was more a matter of do
something. It was clear that I was going to talk to Nosenko

at length, and whether we were not speaking -- and we were

not speaking in terms of a week or a month or how many months.

i

It was a matter that this was something which was going to take

time. But in connection with this, there was a change == there |
! was a change in living conditions, and with regard to the '67

{ report --

Mr. Xlein. The June 19th report or the second one?

Mr. Solie. I mean the '68 report, there was discussion
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* | in the office of the DCI, the Conference Room, following
A

soon was it decided that you would begin work on what turned " ?
N

out to be your 1968 report? ¥ i
e kN
Mr. Solie. I would imagine probably about six weeks we x éé

7

! were you aware of the possibility that you might be given the ::

+ draws no conclusions in there. "
4 Mr. Klein. But did you draw any conclusions? E
:

Wamtwiim J 31

submission of my '68 report.

Mr. Klein. Upon finishing this June 19th, 1967 report, how

were going to do something. Maybe it is six -- I couldn't
tell you exactly, eight. However, there was some planning
done before the move occurred in October.

Mr. Klein. When you wrote this June 19th, 1967 report, ﬁ

task of writing a much longer, d&tailed report, which eventuallj
'

was given to you? |
. ]

Mr. Solie. Oh, I would suspect that, ves. fg

4

Mr. Klein. Did you consider this to be sort of a preliminéxy

report as to where things were at that time?

»ﬂj"m%%ﬁmf"w 4‘;.":« ﬁ?ml o e it QR T T ;.'4 i sl S ; o

Mr. Solie. Completely preliminary.

1
Mr. Klein. Did you at the time you wrote this June 19th,
1967 report, have any opinions as to whether Nosenko was ;

dispatched?

Mr. Solie. I think the report speaks for itself. It

Mr. Solie. I still say I had an open mind. %

Mr. Klein. At this time, that is, at the time of the

SELAE]
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| page of your June 1967 report.

| ramifications of the KGB dispatching an agent or an officer
!
|
iwith the knowledge of Nosenko concerning KGB operations and
Eipersonalities can lead to only one conclusion:
fithe KGB has sufficiently important penetrations of the United
|
i
]

TR

June 19th, 1967 report, you had for three years, or since 1964,
been checking out leads provided by Nosenko, is that correct?

Mr. Solie. Yes.

Mr. Klein. And the leads themselves were checking out at?é
that time, is that correct? N
Again, recognizing that whether he was a dispatched

i

agent and whether his leads check out are not the same questidh.

Mr. Solie. Which could lead me to the conclusion, the 5
tentative conclusion that he was a KGB officer of the Second
Chief Directorate. I do believe in June '67, contrary to

other opinions, I believe I indicated that I thought he was

an officer.
Am I right? 0o

I believe so. :

Mr. Klein. E
Mr. Solie. I am not really familiar with what I wrote inzg
Mr. Klein. Let me read part of a paragraph on the first.%é

And I am starting in the middle of a sentence, but if you |

want to look at the rest of it, you certainly can. "The g

PEPT VL 3 R

namely, that

States Intelligence Community that any information furnished bQ
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Nosenko would be minor in importance to the KGB in comparison
i :

_;to the value of misleading American counterintelligence and
|
I | protecting current XGB sources."

)

foAng

: Do you remember writing that?

: Mr. Solie. Yes. It is a mouthful. o
! o

3 Mr. Klein. My question to you is, if Nosenko were dispatche&

7 | in relation to Lee Harvey Oswald and the Kennedy assassination,:
! f

2 ! then this statement wouldn't be correct. :

20024 (202) SS5%-234S

0

Is that true? Or it wouldn't apply?

O (The Witness inspected the document.) ?
i

RN Mr. Solie. I am not sure what you are saying, apply. ;

The statement stands by itself. ' You have to put something o

REPORTERG vt idpING,, UASHINGTON, D, C.

1

i? | into that sentence. . L

1 '

s Mr. Klein. But what I mean is that this, as I understand: |

o . i

t { i
' 'it, this paragraph is discussing the fact:- that the Russians, L ﬁ
) ‘5I!if Nosenko were dispatched, would be willing to trade the : 55
> i ’ s
“ 7} information that Nosenko was giving us about operations and .
Ly ; { @
E # | personalities in the KGB for the opportunity to mislead American i 7
@ ! ! i i
!5 : S =
E !’5 counterintelligence as to the KGB in other, more important D i
: w0 SN

= 1§ areas. b

! b

== ar Mr. Solie. I think that the paragraph only indicates that |
Eatf 22 ! I understood the possible ramifications of such activity. That ; :
I : 1 i
49 . . . . ! :»‘
= ils not saying it was true. . b
2 |
= First you have to say he wasn't bona fide. s

5 Mr. Klein. What I am getting at is, at the time you wrote :

i SEORET "

| ' AL RAEEsaN DEIORTING COMBPANY



- -y R
N g
B i A2t i

34

the June 19th, 1967 report, or at any time thereafter, did

i
!
|
- | YOu ever consider it a real possibility that Nosenko could be
|
|
|
4

)

dispatched with his primary mission being to give information

| pertaining to Lee Harvey Oswald to the United States, be it

[t

wn

false or true information, but information pertaining to i

Oswald, and that everything else was secondary to that?

[+ 8

Mr. Solie. Are you suggesting that I was blind to that -5

~3

1 possibility? The answer is no, I wasn't blind to that possi-

o

Y3

{ bility, but you have to-take a look at the entire case. The |}

(]

entire case did not start in January '64. P

seeressyge WA LuE At lOnal Atch$VQ
8 Hscp
{Rg

(A brief recess was taken.)

e Mr. Klein. You were explaining your perception of the

Oswald aspect of this case. !%

Mr. Solie. Well, in regard to the Oswald aspect, the i

case itself did not start in January '64. It started in B

tn

June '62, long before the events of November 1963. If you ;

conclude that he was bona fide in 1962, he was also bona fide :

13 | in 1964 also. .
-

5 ! Mr. Klein. Considering that the first contact with Nosenkp

zgi came, as you said, in 1962, did”"you dismiss the possibility

21 { that his primary purpose of defecting to the United States

% 300 9TH STREET, S 0. REFORTERS BULIDING, UASHINGTOM, D.C. 20024 (202) SS4-23us

&l

LY
\Y
\17

A

could have been to provide information pertaining to Lee Harveﬂ :

23 40swald and the assassination of Kennedy?
] : ;
e Mr. Solie. That is an assumption that he is a dispatched

23 éagent, he is under KGB control. -
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1 United States.
1 you were referring to in the 1968 report.

discussed,

| What I am interested in is in the 1967 report, was what I have

|
i
i

1 "This particular summary will not include a discussion in reqarF

BE . S
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Mr. Klein. It is an assumption that he is a dispatched

agent, but it differs from -- it differs from the assumption
that he is dispatched to give misinformation or protect Soviet
sources in the CIA. It assumes that he is dispatched for »
the primary purposes of providing information, be it misinformq-f
tion or even corfect information about Lee Harvey Oswald to thé ;
i

I think I directed my thoughts toward what f%

+

Mr. Solie.

Mr. Klein. I am aware that in the 1968 report it is

and I am going to speak about that in a moment.

just posed to you about Oswald being the primary purpose, was i

T e A b LT . G L e

that a possibility in your mind at that time?

Mr. Solie. The Oswald case was definitely in my mind in

connection with the whole Nosenko case, and when I wrote that

paragraph, I don't think I excluded that possibility. e
I have to apologize for taking a minute. Theji

Mr. Klein.

problem is I didn't want to mark up the CIA document, and I %f
am trying to correlate what I wrote in my notes to where it ?E
is on the page.

(Pause)

Mr. Klein. On page 2, you stated,:. and I will read from

It is the second paragraph.

I R T L i et KL S0 D

the beginning of the paragraph.

i

B
b
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I to the bona fides or non-bona fides of other CIA or FBI sources.

[ )

It is realized that consideration of these sources cannot be

I
- yexcluded in any analysis of the Nosenko case since, if Nosenko '

IS

é is not a bona fide defector, all sources which have supplied %
; 1

(VY

§ supporting evidence of the bona fides of Nosenko must be

3 4 considered under suspicion.”

~

Do you recall that paragraph? .f

[P Y]

Mr., Solie. Uh-huh.

20024 (202) S50 -2345

)

Mr. Klein. Do you still believe that that is true, that |

(]

if Nosenko is not bona fide, all sources who would provide ??

information as to his bona fides, their own credibility must %L

i nvavanyge UL L@ NWational Archiveasg HScap
(Rq

b mnadha

be questioned?

i Mr. Solie. I don't think you read the full paragraph, did

you?

Mr. Klein. I did not finish the paragraph. o ﬁ?

L]

BEFORTCES BODLDING, UASHLWGTON, D, C.

Mr. Solie. That's right. -

O

s U,

SRR Mr. Klein. Well, I read for the record the rest of the :
; 732 paragraph. "However, the resolution of the question of whether§;
& : P
£ ’?g Nosenko is.or is not a bona fide defector will, it is apparent,ég
g 20% be primarily dependent upon either a satisfactory resolution %i

‘ |

~e=r ! "of the existing questions in the Nosenko case through interviews:

i

% 2 !with Nosenko, or an admission by Nosenko that he is a dispatcheﬁ;

<> ' KGB agent."

< My question is still, if Nosenko is found not to be bona fé

Ty
4
k4

2 % fide, do you believe it would place considerable suspicion

SECRET
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; @s to the bona fides of other sources who have supplied

:gsupporting evidence that Nosenko was bona fide?

T Mr. Solie. Well, this, as far as I am concerned, is , 3

TS

| in the land of if, if. o

5 : Mr. Klein. That is correct. ;
? 5; Mr. Solie. If Nosenko was not bona fide, and had been ;
§ 7§ dispatched by the KGB, you can be sure that only a handful E
% 3;§of individuals in the KGB, and the Central Committee, more 5

<)

5 specifically, the Politburo, would be aware of this. It would .

«

i not be common knowledge. So the fact that another source

i says oh, he is genuine, means nothing. You would have to

' | consider it, though.

Mr. Klein. But would it raise some suspicion as to the .

"w

! bona fides of the second source, if they corroborated Nosenko

[v1Y

and it were found out that Nosenko was not bona fide?

FEPORTER:S BULLDING, VASHTIGTON, P, C.

S :é! Mr. Solie. Well, it is something to consider, but you
i !7§ need to know more about the circumstances. Your question is 3
g ;32 so iffy, I could not hardly give you a specific answer to it, 3
g 1 but you can be sure of a dispatched XGB officer, the individu#ls
§ 29§ who have knowledge of that in the KGB or in the Central g
gg.il?gCommittee are very limited. They would have to be limited. !
& !
:f ZE;ZOtherwise, the whole operation would fall on its face. So it

3

would be very tightly held anyway, and so the fact that someoné

X )
'

or another source hadn't heard about it would be no reflection.

[ 3]
in

! But again, in this business, you ought to look at all angies.
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Mr. Klein. You also discuss in this report the motive

’ 2 i for Nosenko defecting and you rechecked certain reasons and

[ P8 }

! that you quote them, I believe, window dressing. I will try=

1to find the particular quote.

-

n

j - Mr. Solie. Yes. i
Mr. Klein. "He has made certain claims of dissatisfaction

iwith the Soviet regime, but these expressions can probably be
i !
wcharacterized as window dressing.” '
i After completing your 1968 report of Nosenko, what do you f

o ~1

~«»

g |believe was his motive, his prime motive for defecting? P
1 ) !

i

T

0o Mr. Solie. I wrote a section on that. This is something i

- {which you can't really get a good grasp of motive. He was

2 1 the son~ of the Minister of Shipbuilding over there, lived a
4 )

i ?very good life in the Soviet Union, would have been a good ; %

life in the United States. 1In '56 his father dies, life

i¢ {changed. I think this had some effect on him. Like in the

17f'West, he made a couple of trips to England, a trip to Cuba,

o TR+ By L

i3 EI +hink he had been in Germany once, and spoke English well,

had more access to papers and books of the United STates than

20 | the normal individual in the Soviet Union, perhaps was favorable }

P

i 300 TTH STREET, S. .4, REPQRTIRS BUTLDING, UASINNCTOM, n.C. 20024 (202) S54-2345

o)
.l){

zligtofme west, I will accept that. But the point I am speaking of i

"! ! ';
i window dressing, I am speaking of someone who comes out of the 3
‘ :
%Soviet Union waving an American flag when he might nat be sure @ |
I .

\

N

%)
(183
i

A

i EOp

. i
i 1

what it looks like, this type of thing. But motive, the ;

P
¥
f

b
]
|
! . '

i best you can do is make an assessment. When does an individual

.
b
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:
reach -- make the decision they are going to defect? It

< | probably isn't done overnight, may be results of a year, two

years, three years, a gradual build-up.

2

Mr. Klein. Considering the style in which he was able

5 3 jto live in the Soviet Union before and to some extent subsequent:
s 5: to his father's death, do your satisfaction, are you convinced .
2 i
& 7 | of any one motive justifying him defecting from the Soviet |
- : !
z { i
s E:iUnlon? L

)

Mrx. Solie. I don't think that is something you have to

()

justify. My question is, is he dispatched or did he leave

"1 | under his own power, and that is what is important. Motive

.-
~)

is something you can't really put a firm handle on. The C

[}

{ question is, did he leave the Soviet Union with the knowledge |
!

' | or without the knowledge of the KGB? That is what is importanq.

n

Mr. Klein. Do you think that the absence of a credible

REFORTURS BUTIDINTG, WASHTNGTON, D, C,

—

motive for leaving might reflect upon the question of whether

2T K e o b i o R TV 50T Tt

{H

.

” ‘7; he was dispatched? é
§ ‘3; Mr. Solie. What is credible in my mind is not necessarilf ;

@ i H
z ’95 credible in someone else's mind. é %
g 39% Mr. Klein. Well, that is my question. In your mind -- ? é
! i :
ZQE;;;-ZYZ Mr. Solie. It is credible. i é
01<f33§; Mr. Klein. Was there a credible motive for leaving? ; é
zséi Mr. Solie. Acceptable. é
:4:. Mr. Klein. And maybe again, briefly, what would you say i %

would be the acceptable motive?

SECRET B
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Mr. Solie. Well, he wasn't happy over there. I don't

=1 think I could put any one factor as being more important than
3 ! the other. I think -- when he made the:-contact in 1962, he .-~

' hadn't made up his mind_yet. During '62 -- in '64, I think

[ TS

Reproduced irum tne noidings ot the National
ArChiveg HS
CA (nq

g 5 i he made up his mind. 3
B . -
5 é;i In talking to him, I think he had only one real regret, ani
g 7% those were his two children. This isn't something to dwell 5;
é iéion, but it was important. So when I would accept his motive, ?;
3 9” and which I did accept his motive, someone else would say oh, ié
; rsgino, he can't, he wouldn't accept it. Eé
§ 13i Mr. Klein. You discussed -- éf
) i o
% ::g' Mr. Solie. 1In my business I have to get down to the :
g TZé.nuts and bolts. I can't sit up in an ivory tower and look 5,
i .4é%down at what somebody else is doing. I have to be involved. éé
é !3;!1 was involved. I have certain feelings in this case which :
% fciiyou wouldn't put down on paper. “You égg’;.descrlbe it. GradualJy
% '7E‘over a period of time I came to certain conclusions. I didn' t_-f
% ‘33 come to them overnight. And you can quarrel about motive, butig
@ i ‘3
£ ?75 you can take any defector and say what are their motives? ;j
g 39% What is the motive of someone who defects to the Soviet Unlon?;é
| 5
¢f5§%;2!iglf you can try to figure that out, be my guest. I am not ;
iig? Zzéga psychologist, and probably a psychologist would have a proble? ;@
232§w1th some of these cases as to what really is the motive. E Li
:‘é' Mr. Klein. I think that I should point out that part of 5 %

> | the basis for my question to you was what you had written in

; }
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15

your report which on page 2 said, during interviews with
/ - | Nosenko, a completely acceptable explanation of motive has
; 3\ not been obtained from him, and it indicated to me that the
3 + | question of motive had come up and that you had been looking i
z 5 | for something. ; : -
é 5; Mr. Solie. I had been in '67 but the limit of the informg-g “é
- - b i
g 7% tion on which I or anyone else was operating in that time was ; é ?
, g %
§ 3'Ilimited because from '67 on, there are thousands of pages of % g %
) 9;;transcripts. ‘It is a matter of record what he said. As of j é 'é
:ci this time I had no personal contact with him on which I could é E g
.z:!base any conclusion or any opinion. ' ; ? ¢
123 I recognize that motive, it is pretty important, but I -

:ei don't believe it is as important as the question of whether he%

). REPORTERS BULLDING, vasgINGTON, D, C.

'+ | left the Soviet Union with the knowledge or without the : g
i’ :
'3 )knowledge of the KGB. That I think is the important -- !
:5' Mr. Klein. I would suggest that the question of motive § 5
o z7§‘can aid you in ahswering the question of whether he was . f
; i3 Edispatched.
a E ;
E ,; 3 Mr. SOlie. Right. ; .
§ 20; Mr. Klein. Subsequent to writing this June 19th, 1967 3 g
- 1 | report, when did you begin writing the 1968 report? P b
s ! . g
z '\’a\?’-r " b ;
iy ! . . . . . P &
= 2 i Mr. Solie. It is difficult for me to put down the exact ., 7
22 idate. ! &
:i-% Mr. “Klein. Approximately. B
i ' 5
=3 f Mr. .Solie. The formal report are you referring to? ol v

| SECRET
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—
~9

Mr. Klein. ©No, when did you begin working on what
became the 1968 report? When did your investigation begin?

Mr. Solie. The investigation on it began in October 1967.:

Mr. Klein. Did Helms inform you that you would be writinﬁ
that repprt, the 1968 report we will call it? |

Mr. Solie. Did he inform me?

Mr. Klein. Did he tell you that he wanted you to write
the report? Did he discuss it with you at any time?

Mr. Solie. No. It was expected I was going to write a
report. The timing of it was an open question. And sure, it :
was just normal. After all, if you spent hundreds and hundredé
and hundreds of hours, you had to come up with some kind of :
report. The timing of the report was strictly my timing. ;

Mr. Klein. I think that my question isn't clear.

You spent approximately a year in what we will call your
investigation, which resulted in a report.

Mr. Solie. Right.

Mr. Klein. And my question is did Helms personally infor&
you that you would be in charge of this investigation? Did he;

instrudt you in any way about the investigation that you wouldé

i

be carrying out?

Mr. Solie. That I should do? (Nods in the negative.)
It was understood that I would interview -- I don't like

the word "interrogate" =-- Nosenko.

Mr. Klein. At what point did that become understood?

SEORET
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Mr. Solie. That was understood before, in Augqust, September,
-+ | what, of '67.
2
- 2 Mr. Xlein. It was understood subsequent to this June
(4] .
(2] .
x + | 19th, 1967 report.
ﬂ : [}
0 ; -
g FR Mr. Solie. Yes. This was a preliminary which led to further
4] o~ i - : i
N ¢ t ;
< & 4 | discussions. Well, what do we do?
b R D
3 = 7; Mr.Klein. Well, that is what I =-am trying to understand. | ¢
: s ‘ : | &
, S N Mr. Solie. This led to further discussions about what ' |
. < ;;'do we do, so it was agreed that the DCI and the DDCI, that :
) . : :
} = 7 i Solie would talk:sto him. If you are looking for a format or f
f Z ,, 1a plan, there wasn't any. ?
: SRR Mr. Klein. Well, I was just trying to understand what hap}i
; § ;1 | pened upon completion of this June 19, 1967 report. {f
E E s ; Mr. Solie. Well, there was discussion, what do we do? Wei%,
3 = ! v
; £ 1; iwe just agreed I would talk to him. Plans are not made of whatj
z 2 ig B
K et b . . .. !
£ 1: jis going to happen in the future. It was sufficient that the . |
. | . '
@ - 'plan was made I would talk- to him. <ié
2 13 ; Mr. Klein. And was it agreed how much time you would spen@i
@ | -
£ !9 lin this investigation? . 5
- 3 R
S 10, Mr. Solie. No. . &
; : 4
z . . . | ™
- 2 Mr. Klein. Was it agreed who would work with you in your '! &
’4"\‘. ~ iy PR R
557 m 4 tigation? . &
g = jlnves ig | 5
23 i Mr. Solie. No. It was agreed who wouldn't work with me. ;§ .%
4 % Mr. Klein. And who wouldn't work with you? .3 ';
232 { Mr. Solie. Anybody who had been involved before. i
SEGRET
; ALDERSON REPORTING COMEaNY




—a

Reprouuceu sovin

[ Mr. Klein. And eventually did a particular group of
4 : | people aid you in this investigation? Did you have a team for
; : 1this investigation?
f 4 Mr. Solie. :Complete reports of everything that was being E; 5
» ; . 2
? 5 Sj done were made available to the CI staff. They were made f% f;
f é $ available later to individuals, to a certain group from 3? ﬁ
' g 7% SI, SB division, and all of the information was made available g? ;%
S ?.‘, to the FBI. | ' ﬁ
: ?3l Mr. Klein. I am more interested in ascertaining whether | ‘g
; !Gi{you had a team that worked under you in this investigation, ii ,§
g r!i?that aided you in the investigation and ultimately in writing ’; ?§
% e ?the 1968 report. 3;
é 12 Mr. Solie. I had a branch -- after all, I was Deputy gj
% 2 ﬁchief of Staff at the time, I had my own office and in additiongé
% iE;EI had two, three, three professionals from DDO and DDP. gi
? ié;i Mr. Klein. They worked with you on this report, on the 5;
% ?T; investigation? -%é
; ?52 Mr. Solie. On the investigation, correlating material, f
; s
; '3 ‘doing -- these were all experienced persons who were familiar é a
§ 29 iwith their files and who were also familiar with what I was 5 %
! i &
_qugg;?‘zdoingr and they had access to all. f %
é%%f Eité Mr. Klein. Did they work with you? g 2
23 % Mr. Solie. On collecting the information? § i
B ﬁ Mr. Klein. And deciding. é :
a3 é Mr. Solie. They assisted me, but as far as the report is g §

: | SIORET
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| concerned, it is my report.

Mr. Rlein. But in the investigation itself, were they
‘; assigned to work with you on this investigation? Was anybody?i
Mr. Solie. They started working with me, I would say, in f
| March of 1968. | '
Mr. Klein. And when was the investigation completed?

Mr. Solie. There was no date of completion. You just

; draw a line somewhere and stop and write your report, and you
; keep on working.

Mr. Klein. And when did thathappen?

Mr. Solie. About August. I would sa&, not Auqust,
maybe. No, I think you have a report of an interview in
E;August, so it was obviously continuipg after that. There was
%only -- it would have been most -- well, by September,
;probably.

Mr. Klein. And who were the people that worked with you

‘' |on the investigation?

ana 1t STREET,

Mr. Solie. There were lots of people that worked with
me, a number of people.

Mr. Klein. Well, who were the ones that were specifically
;assigned to work with you?
Mr. Solie. Ben Pepper, Sally Downey, I can't think of
ihis name, one other professional, but in addition I had my own E
Estaff.

Mr. Klein. Did your own staff work full time on this
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| investigation?

Mr. Solie. Well, not full time, perhaps. I had: probably
half of them helpinag me. But that's not a lot of staff.
But I probably had three professionals at least that were helping

me, too.

Mr. Klein. From your own staff.

o AR

Mr. Solie. Right.

i
Mr. Klein. What I am trying to determine is the people anh
| time that was devoted to this, what became the 1968 report. So. |
E,maybe that will make it clearer.

Mr. Solie. The FBI gave a lot, considerable assistance, f !

j was running down domestic leads, investigations conducted by
: | the FBI which were within their responsibility. Co
Mr, XKlein. Was this work done by the FBI completed

;prior to August of '67%or did it extend through '67 and into

| '68? vHad they run down these leads prior to August of '67?

A SR T o 1

Mr. Solie. No, they did not have the information on

R B S AR B L] A

| some of it.

Mr. Klein. And the information came from Nosenko? ;
Mr. Solie. VYes- There were dozens and dozens of cases ini

i
iwhlch he went down -- I interviewed him for all of the detallsp
:al furnished to the FBI, and a considerable amount of work i

EOPRE RS ESMN T "SR T SR St O AP

“which substantiated what he had said. It makes it clear he

FETETRURRIE TN et JOP RN U 1

given me the details. This is during the period of mainly,

|
]
i
|
ihad to have been there when it happened or he couldn't have
!
l
1
¥
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say, late December of 1967 on.
2 Certain of the work continued on after October '68.
3 Mr. Klein. But the report was written when?
s Mr. Solie. I think it is about 1 .October, probably 2
§ 5? October. ]
é 5! Mr. Klein. So the FBE worked from December of '68 througg';
§ '7% somewhere up to October of '68, which was the-date of the E é
- |
& ag)report. ! |
; 9;' Mr. Solie. Well, they had no part in my report. i
; zclé Mr. Klein. Well, the information they ran out =- é :
% "? Mr. Solie. Well, it was continuing, and then after ; ?
g ::E October everything wasn't done. There were investigations ; i
é z:{gor inquiries still being conducted. ; é
% ;ii Mr. Klein. But I am talking abbut limting us to the %é
g :sliinfo;mation on which you formed your conclusion for this Ej
- '-; 13 ; report. ’
; !7?' Mr. Solie. Okay. ég
; iaé Mr.*Klein. And that information was run out by the FBI f?
; ¥?§ beginning in December of 1967 and running through the summer ié
~ i L
§ 20; of '68, is .that correct? %5
' '
&1;:%;2153 Mr. Solie. 1In addition, certain checks were being run i;
éﬁ%? 12i§overseas also, within our own facilities. '
23?! Mr.Klein. And the number of personnel who were directly é g
. y
:“iiw°rking in this investigation at Langley were three people on 5 i
252%your own staff, and three others from the Soviet Division. : ,%
1 | ¥
| SECRET ;
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Mr. Solie. I might have had three, I might have had four .

from our staff. It is difficult, even when they are doing f
something like this, it isn't that's all I was doing. I had g
| other responsibilities. Tt wasn't say, you know, you take
a year off and do this, Life.isn't that way as far as I am |
“’concerned. You have other things to do, too. So your group
is giving you support on one thing, and on this caée, and they
may be giving you support on something else.
Mr. Klein. Did the people working under you, the six or
seven, did they also work on other pProjects during this period?
Mr. Solie. Well, not the three who were assigned from i
j DDP or DDO, no, but they were on, like I said, from about Marcé.
; My own individuals, my own staff, maybe one day, two days or 5
- i

three days, maybe six of them may be working on it, and maybe f

'
!

: You have got to pull somebody off, and the next day you have
got only three because other things had to be done, too. This;
was not just something which I could, say devote a whole year.
of my life to and not do anything else. It wasn't that way.
Mr. Klein. The three who You mentioned by name, they
if worked from March of '68 until -~ through the summer of '68§?
Mr. Solie. VYes, I would say roughly March to September.
Mr. Klein. Did you feel that the personnel assigned to |

assist you both from the CIA and FBI were adequate for the

task?

Mr. Solie. Yes. No one -~ I mean, the FBI wasn't assigned.

SECRET
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It was a matter that the work which was being done by the

FBI was of considerable assistance in the overall problem.

3 Mr., Klein. You wrote your report, the beginning of

October 1968.

Pt

(V1Y

Mr, Solie. Yes.

8 Mr. Klein. Did you feel that you had enocugh time and

7 | resources to adequately investigate and write the report at thdt

x

time?

~3

Mr. Solie. I have no complaints regarding it, and

T“; furthermore, if that wasn't my opinion I wouldn't have written

11 | it at that time.

-

Mr. Klein. So you are satisfied with the resources that

")

T DTaE e AT

”j went into the investigation and with the report itself.

L Mr. Solie. Yes, I am satisfied. No so much, sometimes

'$ ! quantity as it is quality. You might have ten people:working

Reproduced Irom tne n0iaings Or the Nati
onal Archiveg
HSCA (Rg
2

| on something where three or four who are experienced could do

i7 4 the same amourt. o
i L

3{ nn pril STREET, S O, REPORTERS HUTLOING, HASHINCGTON, D, C. 20024 (202) S5u4-2145

‘32 Mr. Klein. Who did you speak to among defectors, Russian5§

|

?’é KGB defectors in doing the investigation on Nosenko? -

20} Mr. Solie. Well, of course, I had Dr. Golitsyn in-<the i

i e

, 1 | past. :
z "I\"f"p' ! past 3
Ic}_‘”’ an 'l . :"
EE{Z < Mr. Klein. Did you specifically talk to Golitsyn about gg

23 % any aspect of this investigation? §

M Mr. Solie. I guess it was '67, I guess, before we starte&é
i %

* this. But I did not receive the type of cooperation which

i
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I had had my problems with Golitsyn

i I had hoped to receive.

= | before.
2 .
:
. 3 Mr. Klein. What was the reason that you didn't get coopera=
) |
] . L
' 4+ j tion from Golitsyn? What was the problem? 3
: L
5 i
2 s Mr. Solie. It wasn't my problem. It was his problem. "
5 i ) ]
a5 Mr.Klein. What was his problem? !
| i
rol . ) i
< 7! Mr. Solie. Personality, I guess. If you don't do things ;
& & i his way, why, then, you don't do it. That is about it. If !
s : é
& 5 liyou don't do it his way, why, he won't cooperate. h
= i {
KRR And I didn't choose to do it his way. [ :
= ’ i
2 g Mr. Klein. As a result of that, was he -- was his informa%
= | .
@ i by
% :~ | tion adequately incorporated into this invstigation or was -- i
- t l;
< .
z ‘ y . o o [
E 13 Mr. Solie. His information?
S | Py
ER P Mr. Klein. Yes. P
v ' i
£ s ! Mr. Solie. Yes. =
3 i D
ERRY Mr. Klein. I'm sorry? ' j;
= : Ly
n !7}' Mr. Solie. Yes. S
2 1a§ Mr.:Klein. So he had some input into this investigation :g
- ‘ X
£ 13 | inithat he provided information which you were able to use P
~ ! i ‘
$ 10 | to evaluate Nosenko. .
| P
- 21 Mr. Solie. Oh, I wouldn't say that. Your:question was =-- ?ﬁ
BN ol P
i 1 : N . -
gktz i2 : there is a reference in there to whether they knew one another ! |
5 .
21 ior not, and that is about all. L
! , :
FE Mr. Klein. Other than his statements regarding whether 3
'
d

i ¢+ he had ever met Nosenko, was he of any use in this investigationj
d ;

g SECRET
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| of Nosenko's bona fides?

Mr. Solie. No.

AL

I Mr. Xlein. Deryabin, Petr-Deryabin.

s Mr. Solie. Look, I think I should make a remark about

tn

this here. He defected in December 1961. Nosenko's first

5 | contact with him was in June '62. He didn't defect until "

> : January '64. Now, what kind of conclusions are you going to

come to when you left the place in December '6l. You have no

(b 1)

' personaly knowledge, right? You can have your opinion, but you-

)

'S | have no personal knowledge.

. Mr. Klein. Would he have knowledge of the KGB in gereral?

12 Mr. Solie. The First Chief Directorate, yes.

2 Mr. Klein. Would he have any knowledge of the Second

z;; Chief Directorate?

iS5 Mr. Solie. Very little. You know, Macy's doesn't tell

i _
15;;Gimble's over there very much. :

‘7; Mr. Klein. Was he working for the Sécond Chief Directorate;

AR TR e e

¢ | for a month or two at some point in his career? i

i nn e STREET, S o, RETORTERS BUTEDING, VASOTHGTON, D, C. 20024 (202) S$54-2145

i
!95 Mr. Solie. You mean working for -- EE
0] - Mr. Klein. Working in the Second Chief Directorate. 2 é

|
Zcﬁkﬁ—2¥§§ Mr. Solie. He could have had a little training before 5 %
éﬁﬁ? :3;§he went on an assignment. That's possible. I couldn't tell yéui

. . l . s .

“‘;ifor sure. But a month's training is rather common. i
B . ]
i i

“ Mr. Klein. Petr Deryabin, did he -- did you speak to

e TR B TETSS e LR e 4 L

>
”n

== lhlm as part of your investigation?
l

_ SEORET E
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5‘" s Mr. Klein. Why didn't you speak to him?
3 3; Mr. Solie. I think it is expressed there in the.report.
; ;
? + ] I couldn't agree with the conclusions that he had reached in
s 5? the first place, and furthermore -- 3
é é: Mr. Klein. Which conclusions were these? ,
g '7: Mr., Solie. Well, the conclusion he never was a KGB ég
§ E?iofficer somewhere along the line in the past. In addition, 5;
j ;;ithere is nothing too magical about an individual who left the 5 é
; ;CifKGB in 1954. (That is the end of his personal knowledge. We E g
é !;ggare now 13 years later, although having some personal knowledg% !
g Ezgéof the KGB until '54 is useful, but I am sure none in the 13 gf
. i .
g ;3§§years betwegn there. The amount of information I had seen E %
E ;4$§concering the KGB fastly exceeded the amount "that he had seen. § §
@ .+ i
g 75;§SO this was an individual who in ‘54 had left the KGB. 5 |
e | P
g 14 Mr. Klein. In your investigation into Nosenko's bona .
K ;;5 fides, did you have occasion to read the prior statements madgé %
é ;3§ by Nosenko in '64, '65, '66, any prior statements possessed byg %
; gg} the Agency? ; E
§ zgé Mr. Solie. Well, paturally I had received reports back | E 4
P zzf'on the questions I had asked in '64. I had seen parts of : % ;
DT P v
égil :2 4 interviews that had been transcribed, but I don't really thinkg ; ?
zzéian awful lot of them were franscribed. I had seen some thingsg {; g
Zdé.that had been written, and particular, this 900 page or whatevér 3 ,g
I

25 !it is report, which is quite a compilation. So if you were to
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"t

ask that question, it would almost have to be a direct

question, have I seen this or had I seen that, because I did

see something.

Mr. Klein.

statements that were transcribed?

Mr., Solie. No, I didn't.
Mr. Klein. So you saw some, but you don't know —-
Mr. Solie. That's right, because I know in '68 they were:%

Did you -- do you know if you saw all the

going back and getting this and getting that from the previous ;

materials.

So as I say, I had seen some. I didn't see them all. I

don't know how many were transcribed. I have no idea.

Were the ones that you saw the ones that

Mr. Klein.

related to questions that you had posed in '64? Are those

the transcripts that you had seen, or did you see others ’that

were not questions posed by you?

Yes,I had seen some that were not posed by

Mr. Solie,

me. I can't tell you what :thé&y were, but again it was nothingf

like what we later had one, was ream after ream of transcript.

Mr. Klein. I'm sorry. When you say what you later had

was ream after ream --

What I later had in '67 and '68 was ream

Mr. Solie.

after ream of transcripts. I didn't see anything like that

in the '64-'65, and how extensive they were I don't know.

Mr.Klein. Other than the transcripts which were of

SEGRET
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questions which you had posed which you saw, other than those ==

Mr. Solie. They were not transcripts. These were just

[ 38 ]

!l direct answers.

Mr. Klein. Other than the direct answers --

de

[<4
x
-
<
J
2
?
)

|

in

Mr. Solie. They were not transcripts. They were i

3 | question and answer type things.

Mr. Klein. What determined which other transcripts of j
i :

2 ! Nosenko you would have seen? Why did you see some and not i

20024 (202) S54-234S
~3

| see a*large number of others? What determined whether you

)

1

; (]

e . i
'C i would see oneé or not? o

o Mr. Solie. Well, it might have been a particular question;

2 | of some kind, a case I was partialarly interested in. It is i

2 |possible. I didn't see much of it, but at this time for me |

to say exadtly what I saw, I couldn'€ do it. I was limited. éé
: : g
Mr. Klein. For example, I believe *“there are approximately|

REFDRTERS WUTEDING, UASHIHCTON, D, C,
N

l¢:]l7 volumes of questions asked of Nosenko by Deryabin. i

RN

7 !75 Did you see any of that? §
é ?82 Mr. Solie. ¥Xes. I =-- did I see it? I had -- that is ;1
5 i ;4
z ??% one of the things I had done, was translate that into English. §§
§ 20; Mr. Klein. Did you read it? ié
1 P
e 11 Mr. Solie. Did I read all of it? The answer is no. B
b Mr. Klein. Did you read some of it? x
! P
23 % Mr. Solie. Enough. |
:‘;. Mr. Klein. When you say enough, did you then @ecide you 2

4= %didn't want to read the rest?
i
SECRET
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: discussions of where there was a KI in 1956,

| he says ipso facto you are lying, there was no KGB and KI.

! of his answers relating to Oswald? ¥

55

Mr. Solie. Look, when you get into some learned

that Nosenko is

i a liar because he said somebody came to the KGB from the KI,

Well,
|
There was a KI in 1956. It was the Ministry |

y

that is baloney.
of Foreign Affairs, but KI didn't die in 1949. In '56 it

was still in existence. I think it was in existence until '58,

There are these things, but I had it transcribed, that haé

not been done before.

Mr. Klein. But then you didn't read most of it?

Mr. Solie. Oh, I wouldn't say I read every word of it,

s
but I read enough of it. ?
Mr. Klein. Nosenko was questloned. Prior to 1967 he hadt{

I

been questioned about Oswald. Did you read any transcripts ﬁ

Mr.<Solie. I did not see all of that. The interviews f;
concerning Oswald, I believe, were parftly done by the FBI and.

partly done by, particularly after April I think, were done :b§

RN U PR

SR. I have seen parts of it. I may have seen more-of it in

'6:7-'680
&

Mr. Klein. Did you ever compare the different transcript55§
relating to Oswald, what Nosenko said to the FBI as opposed

to what he said in July of '64, as opposed to what he said in

April of '64? Did you ever do that?

No. In the first place, there wouldn't be i

SEGRET
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1 any transcripts of the FBI anywav.

Mr. Klein. Sure.

- .

; 2 Mr. Klein. Well, the statements. The FBI had statements.

; 3 Did you ever compare that, compare that with what --

5 :; Mr. Solie. No, not word by word or line by line, no. ?
5 sg Mr..Klein. Well, did you speak Nosenko about Oswald? ?
é 5;i Mr. Solie. No. Well, all I have, you have there. I did :
- ! H
g '72 a writeup on it, I didn't see that it serously conflicted with%
é a?iwhat we had. E
: 9;I Mr. Klein. This writeup that you are referring to is ?
; :cé a three page writeup, the first page beginning with the word ?
% g;é O-s-v-a-~1l-d, underlined. ‘ %
g ;32 Is that the writeup that you are referring to? ?
Iy ! i
; 13{% Mr. Solie. Yes. : ;
% !4@ Mr. Klein. And how did it come.about that Nosenko providea
§ :séithis information? é
% !=j§ Did you ask him for it? %
z :7{1 Mr. Solie. The transcript will reflect I not only asked »f
é 18 %him to prepare it in his own words on a previous day, a day g
= i I
g '9§or two before. ?
g 20; Mr. Klein. You sked him to prepare what in his own words? é

4;5;;;_213 I know that the document says something, but I want for 5
;2;?'2 éthe record for you to state what you asked him rather than
23%referring to the document.
R % Mr. Solie. Why don't I use the record.
i
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fFBI. They would be in a much better position for that judgment: :

3 ithan I would be. The information was made available to the )

i

2]

.the FBI for their reports of what Oswald.had said to them?

memo.,

wrote?

he had said in earlier interrogations by either the FBI or )

i by the CIA? i

t FBI.

have compared it if they wanted to, but did you ever compare P g

it?

investigation. That was an FBI investigation. |

57

Mr. Solie. The record reflects on 3 January 1968, I
asked Nosenko to give me an account of everything he did in
the Oswald investigation.

Mr. Klein. And is that three-page --

Mr.'Solie. The memo was prepared in his handwritten

form and what you have here is a typed copy of the handwritten

Mr. Klein. And did you ever question him about what he

Mr. Solie. No, because I had no reason to disbelieve him.'

Mr. Klein. Didywu ever compare what he wrote to what

Mr. Solie. All of this information was provided to the

Mr. Klein. I understand that they had it, so they could

Mr. Solie. I did not have all the information on the Oswa;d

Mr. Klein. Well, was it available to you if you had asked@l

Mr. Solie. It might, under certain circumstances, but in
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this case here, as far as our office was concerned, the
2 | oswald matter was an FBI matter.
; 3 : Mr. Klein. Did the Oswald matter have any relevance to the
f ‘; bona fides of Nosenko? :
g 5; 'Mr. Solie. A factor to be considered. r
2 éé% Mr. Klein. So then to that extent wouldn't it be a L
g '7% CIA matter, too? ;?
é a% Mr. Solie. I fail to see what you are driving at. You ;5
S 5 | are assing that Nosenko was dispatched. ;
; !Gét _ Mr. Klein. No, that is not correct. My purpose is y
é ?15 simply to determine to what extent the Osﬁald aspect of %
2 ‘ i
% ?2§ what Nosenko said was investigated. I have no assumption f
I '
g '35 whatsoever about him being dispatched. ?
i 4; Mr. Solie. That he has no more information from what had ;
g 03 ;been obtained from him in various interviews in '64, aed had ﬁ
; 155 had been furnished to the Bureau. '
% ‘72 Mr. Klein. That is precisel? my question, is that when ;
% 18 iyou made your judgment in '67, did you compare what he was sayiig
& ; i
E {in '67 to what he said in '64? Did you know what he said in %
g 1 . '64?
| f
¢c§§§%EI¥ Mr. Solie. There was no conflict as far as I was aware g
?iif:: fof. g
2 % Mr. Klein. That was my question. g i
2 % Mr. Solie. As far as I am aware of. é %

Now, again, the Oswald investigation, I don't know the
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| extent of it. This only concerns one little aspect of Oswald's.
| life.

I Mr. Klein. Did you ever have an opportunity to compare all

4

the statements made by Nosenko about Lee Harvey Oswald beginninbg

5 5{ '62 or '64, whenever he was first -- well, actually not '62,

E 5; in '64, up to the statement' which he wrote out for you in 3

~ ! P

s 7i 19682 Is that when this statement was written? g ;

g a?; Mr. Solie. I think about the first of January. 5 :
] Mr.Klein. Did you ever have an opportunity to compare !

all prior statements with this statement?
g Mr. Solie. No, I wouldn't say all prior, no.

i Mr .Klein. After Nosenko wrote this account of his

-,
IS

! questioned by you about what he had written?

j

2 ! contact with Oswald and his knowledge: of Oswald, was he f
H '

1

i

L

Mr. Solie. No.

REPORTERS BUTLDING, WASHTHCTON, 0, C.

Tk Mr. Klein. Was he questioned by anybody, to your o
w7 ' |
- i knowledge?
2 '35 Mr. Solie. I don't recall whether at a later date the - |
i i :
= 19! ;
£ ?iFBr may have touched on Oswald with him. It is possible, but |
e : 9
=] '
- ‘0= that would have been at a later date. ;
| !
21 A :
E§§:§; i; Mr. Klein. For your report, your 1968 report, he was l
Ex? 1 |
N j not questioned. ’

Mr. Klein . Now, you mentioned in your 1968 report, in

- ﬁsection G, on page 37 you mention the possibility of Nosenko
i

SIDRET
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| having been dispatched in order to provide information on

Lee Harvey Oswald.

”~r

Do you recall that?

)

Mr. Solie. Yes. I recognized the possibility.

Mr. Klein. Right. And you examine it, and then you

A vitavey "§UA \
-

e mnirma
~3

| are listed on page three and four.

> o

1 read them again?

(The Witness inspected the document.)

L R Y

Mr. Solie. I think they are all applicable.

-
[} ]

Mr. Klein.

—~
(8]

| combination of factors, these three reasons listed here,

18
1o '

REFORTERS MUHELDING, CASHOLHCTON, B, C. 2a02% (282) S54-21u8

Reproouceu A RN e

W,

5.
3

-n |entire case.

Mr. Klein.

o~
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concluded that the following reasons, you listed three, A, B,

! and C, rendered this possibility unacceptable, and as I say, thﬁy
;4

i Do you recall the particular reasons, or would you like tQ

Would it be your position that these -- this

eliminate the possibility that Oswald was -- that Nosenko was
dispatched to give us information about Lee Harvey Oswald?

Mr. Solie. 1In my opinion, yes. I think in matters like
! this, you'have to confine yourself to an opinion} although the

| opinion has to be based on a lot of investigative work on the

One of the reasons you have listed here is
"the fact that the information Nosenko provided on Oswald wouldi
not have been sufficiently convincing for the U.S. to be eprcééd

‘to conclude that this was unequivocal proof of Soviet rnon-

60

%

L Sy Al e
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.+ iinvolvement, and therefore the Soviets would not have dispatchéd Y
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i Nosenko on such a mission.
; Have I correctly stated your position?
I actually read much of it, but if you want to --
(The witness inspected the document.)
Mr. Solie. I think the KGB would be a little naive to
think that we would accept that as actually establishing a
fact.

Mr. Klein. Do you think however that it might not have
gbeen the KGB's purpose or thought that this information would
jrepresent to. the United étates unequivocal proof of Soviet

inon-involvement, but that their intent might have been more

isubtle to, in the absence of any evidence to the contrary,

1that Nosenko's information would be accepted? Do you think

;that that night be a different way to look at it which might

'
|
1
.
H

have appealed to the KGB?

ybecause, A, Nosenko's first contact was in '62, and if I come

‘to the conclusion he was bona fide in 1962, I couldn't accept
that he was. sent out in 1964 by the KGB.
Klein.

Mr, You are now referring to what you have

"listed as No. A on page 3.

Mr. Solie. Right.

Mr.Klein. Well, for one moment, if we leave A aside -- I

'.._ﬁ— — .

SEORET
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i ,
i Mr. Solie. This is an assumption which I could not accept;
| _

will get to that in a minute -- on B, the one that I was posing'

o you, do you think that it might be reasonable to assume that?

t
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. if the XGB would send Nosenko if they thought that without any
> 2 contrary evidence, he could be accepted, especially since it

1 | might be argued that many people in the United States would be’

F

willing to accept such an explanation because it is very ;
|

tn

uncomplicated and leaves Oswald as allone assassin and removes,
i

5 | the possibility of a conspiracy involving Russia and the ;%
5.3

7 possible ramifications of that? i%
2 q Mr. Solie. I would think that they would consider ig
7 ? that something like that would look fishy, very fishy. ;;
! i November, I think, around the 23rd, around the time %i

1 | Kennedy was assassinated, here it is January '64, someone

2 | shows up with some firsthand knowledge of the Oswald matter.
12 | I think they would consider that pretty fishy, a defector.

Now, if you =-- to do it through sources or something like

e

!
i
¥
i

J that, that is a little different matteér,but a defector -- what

L

i | I noticed about the Oswald case, I saw the file, I would thinkfi

they would consider it fishy, that it would look too fishy, toéf

'3 | pat.

Mr. Klein. But that is in fact what happened.

e e e = veind e

Mr. Solie. No, it is not in fact what happened.

{ 300 PTA STREET, §.4. REPORTURS ROTLDING, VASOTHOTON, B, C. 20024 (202) S54-2348

o 2 Mr.Klein. What happened, I am saying, is that in effect
B
P S R v ,
gatz 421;he did show up in January and say I know about the Oswald
i :
23 'case. i
| *
24Ei Mr. Solie. Yes. ,
i Mr. Klein. So you are saying that it would be something
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that they wouldn't do on purpose.
- Mr. Solie. That's right. I don't think -- they are not
) 3; stupid. They are not ten feet tall, either. But I think they
| ¢ | would think it is kind of fishy. 3
g 5% 0 Mr. Klein. Let me also pose one other possibility to youé{
3 éé and get your thoughts on it, and this relates to the first poi%@L
g ‘7i you made as far as Nosenko's first approach being in 1962 g;
é 3; prior to the assassination. ;
3] ;? My question to you is did you consider the possibility thatt
a ;
g 332 Nosenko was always a dispatched agent, even in 1962, and that %
é 77§,the decision to send him, have him defect in 1964 came as a i:
{ 73% result of the assassination of the President and the fact that?%
g i Ethe Soviets decided they wanted to pass information to the ii
E P %United States about Oswald, and they decided to use Nosenko, ;}
% i3 gwhoupossibly had some other mission in '62, but the mission now%j
f ' ibecame to defec tand give the information to the United States?g;
i ’75 Was that possibility considered, and what are your feeling;
g i iabout that? é;
b L
z ’7§ Mr. Solie. Sure, the possibility was considered. §§
§ 20% Mr. Klein. And why do you feel that that is not a legitiméﬁg
aqg;;;ZIZOr a valid interpretation of what happened? g )
éiz? :2}§ Mr. Solie. I concluded that he was under his own power Eg
21

#when he contacted us in 1962. He did it without the knowledge E;

* 1of the KGB, and he went back to the Soviet Union. If he had beé?

“* ‘dispatched out, it would have been quite logical that there '
i
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| would have been contact with him in the Soviet Union, what he

| wanted, confusing, more the marks of a genuine individual who

hadn't made up his mind to defect.

Mr. Klein. Is there any significance to you by the fact

that in '62 he said he would never defect and in '64 he

f defected?

f Could it be that the Oswald situation was the reason for

the change? And if not, what do you see as the reason for the

change?

Mr. Solie. As I remarked before, I think during that

period of time he made up his mind. I don't pretend to be

a psychologist. I don't think I necessarily have to come up

either, because I don't think you canyg
§

with an airtight motive,

It is not tangible. You can have an opinion, and maybe you

i
[:

are right, maybe you are wrong, but it is not tangible. It

R TR i 3

R i

5 SRR . T

is not something you can set on the desk and say this is it.

in what he said relating to Lee Harvey Oswald?

Mr. Solie. Yes, I have no rdason to~“disbelieve him. Aga

I am commenting on my specific knowledge. I have not discussed;

this matter with him. I imagine the Committee has discussed

this in detail with him. I imagine --

o :‘wv“‘w*u\'ﬁd‘-ww-n.x. —-,

Mr. Klein. Considering the fact that you haven't

discussed it with Nosenko, would it be fair to say, and if

ﬁ not, correct me, would it be fair to say that you, your bellef

SECRET
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. | in Nosenko's credibility as to what he says about Oswald is

65

really based in your belief in his credibility in all the other
aspects which you did check out as opposed to specific knowledge

of the Oswald part of the case? {

Mr..Solie. 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, thig!

T
)
i

and this, and you have this one you can't quite prove because
it is not provable, it would have an effect on your opinion.
Then you should look to see are there any holes.

Mr. Klein. Well, I am really giving you the converse of

this. Does the fact that you know or believe that he is telling

g

the truth on A, B, C, and D, did that more or less lead you

i

i

to say that I believe he is telling the truth on Oswald becaus

—— o e T

I really was not able to check out the Oswald aspect of this

:
4

case? P

Mr. Solie. No, I wouldn't quite say that. There were oth4r

cases you couldn't quite check out. You have .got to believe g

i
it or you don't believe it. ;% | ¢
Mr. Klein. Then if that wasn't it, what specifically lead$

you to believe that he was telling the truth when he tells H

you his account of Oswald? éf
i
Mr. Solie. Well, to make me think otherwise, I have got :/

to see some evidence or someone to show me that he is not telli
the truth. You have to have some contrary information.
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And I have seen no contrary information.

{
; Mr.Klein. So you start off with a presumption that he

f is telling the truth, and that has to be rebutted to some

| extent in order to question his statement on Oswald.

an opinion is an opinion. Some things are provable and some

ﬂthings are not provable.

Mr.Klein. Well, I quess I -- I am not trying to get into

a word game.

that he has written out and given to you.

Mr. Solie. Right.

! Mr. Klein. And you have told me that you believe what

ihe says, aid I am trying to understand specifically what you

i base your belief on, and that these three pades are correct.

Mr. Solie.

———

:I did not talk to Nosenko in 1964 concerning the -0swald case

or any other case. It is

arises and in 1967 we are trying to resolve something that

should have been resolved in 1964. So Oswald was gone over

and over and over in 1964 by the FBI, by down there. I see

unothing that says it wasn't true. What am I supposed to do,
i
ﬁqo over this again point by point by point?

1

i Is there anything I have a reason to disbelieve his

i SEORET
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jstatement?
t
i

' Mr. Solie. Well, your opinion of something is, you know,

1 What I am really saying is he has got three pages

regretable that this whole situation {

o i

I didn't have a part in the Oswald investigatibn.ag

IR
i

Mr. Klein. But when you say it was gone over in 1964, th§
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ﬁ‘épie who were conducting --the interrogations with the CIA

'64 did not believe that Nosenko was credible, is that

correct?
Mr. Solie. Yes. :
1

Mr. Klein. So as far as the CIA was concerned, nobody hadf

ever said that-Nosenko was credible when he talked about OSwald,

So my question to you is, you can't base your belief that ?
|
i

[
§
Nosenko was credible when he talks about Oswald on what the f
l

CIA had done. . L
Mr. Solie. And the FBI. The FBI talked to him, too. i
Mr. Klein. Are you saying that you based your belief
in his credibility about Oswald on the FBI, what they found? |

Mr. Solie. No. ‘

Mr. Klein. Let me make it simpier. I am trying to
i make clear my question. When I read your lengthy report, in
? many areas you go into long discussions as to why you have
accepted a particular claim by Nosenko, why you have accepted a

" he was a KGB officer, why you have accepted he is who he says
i
i

he is, and why you have accepted that he served in a particulax
B

department he says he served. E
My question is -- and you give specifics. You checked thg

things out. My :question is on what do you base your belief

that he is telling the truth about Oswald, because I have read

G A i AN B 8

no specifics in the report or anywhere else explaining that?

Mr. Solie. Well, tell me what is there there that is
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-‘/checkable?
i

| ‘ .
Mr. Klein. I am not saying that there is. I am asking

? you if there was anything that was checked ocut, or if there
| was anything that was done at all to determine whether he was

? credible when he spoke about Oswald?

Mr. Solie. Well, this is one of the factors I had to

ARSI SS YLD P, g v = s,

consider in connection with the entire case. I have accepted

1it, and I will continue to accept it until someone can show

ii me some contrary evidence, not opinion.

Mr.Klein. One of the things that Nosenko states is that t
? KGB never personally interviewed Oswald. They didn't intervie
! 0swald when Oswald stated he wanted to defect, and they didn't
1 interviewsOswald when they decided to allow him to stay in
Russia and sent him to Minsk. | i
Do you, in your opinion, based on your knowledge of Nosenk?,
ibased on your knowledge of the Oswald case, based on your é

knowledge of XGB -procedures and tethniques, do you find

| Nosenko credible when he says they never interviewed Oswald?

Mr. Solie. The question of what is meant by interview,

i
'
i
a formal interview, taking him down to the local KGB headquarteﬁs,

1if that is what is meant =--

Mr. Klein. What I am referring to is a KGB officer speakif
i j
‘face to face with Oswald, maybe not identifying himself as a ;

o

© iKGB officer, but speaking to Hm under whatever identity he chooges

"to call himself. Nosenko says that never happened. My questiong
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;o you is do you find this credible?

-
-

Mr. Solie. Speaking to the best of his knowledge, I will'

;ﬁ 31 have to -- I will accept it.

? 4 % Mr. Klein. Why would you accept that? ;,
g 5; Mr. Solie. Because it could happen. ;f
2 6i' Now, that wouldn't say that the KGB didn't have a large :%
- : i
g 7 E book on him. ig
g 3% Mr. Klein. Was any work ever done to check out the i%

>

feasibility of statements such as this? For example, checking§
' | to see what the experiences of other defectors were, whether

1 | they ever were debriefed by KGB agents? Was that ever done,

v
[ 8]

to your knowledge?

iz Mr. Solie. No, not unless the individual had been inter-

't} yiewed for some other reason, but not to check against the

'5 | Oswald case because the Oswald investigation was an FBi

RUPCRTERS QUIINIMNG, WASIHIHGTON, D, C.

investigation. ’ )

o

A

s
i

Now, whether there have been some who were in Russia
¥ | in a proximate period of time and had been interviewed, it is

very possible. You would almost have to confine yourself to

ana T STREET,
o

a proximate period of time because the international situation§
]

21 . . .
3QSTT' E changed from year to year. So the comparison should be w1th1n;

\
2

#*’ % ! the approximate period of time. :

! H
' '

; Mr. Klein. Nosenko was given how many lie detector testsé

[ 33
(W)

r)
-

to your knowledge?

| 8}
in

]
li Mr. Solie. Three.
i
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gi Mr, Klein. Do you consider any or all of these tests to
{
:3’have been valid?
éf 3 Mr. Solie. I consider the last test to be a completely
f 4 | valid test, that is, the 1968 test. I would .prefer that you
g g 5; in actual discussion concerning the polygraph techniques with f
5 é $ | someone else from our office because I am not an operator. %
g g '7§ Mr. Klein. I understand that, and I will only confine | &
; é 5; myself to questions relating to how you incorporated the lie ;%
; ; ?5 detector information into your report. . %
? ; ’Cf The first two tests you do not consider them to be g ‘i
? g !if valid, is that correct? g )
| g ,:z Mr. Solie. I consider them not only to not be valid, £
% 12 f to be completely invalid. ;
% 34;; Mr. Klein. 1Is that based on yoﬁr own knowledge of lie #
; g !55 detector tests and procedures, or is it based on what some ;%
! 2 : } ]
. ; 15 expert has told you and you have accepted that, and it has Eg bg
. : P -
f '7 i become your opinion? o EE
; 182 Mr. Solie. I have certain knowledge concerning accepted é% §
o : i 5
; !7§ procedures, polygraph procedures. Neither of these were in ;é ﬁ
g 205 any way within the realm of accepted procedures. ié %
| P 3
~2E§§E&:!E; Mr. Klein. Could you tell me how they departed from ?; %
éﬁ%f 22 Y accepted procedures? ;% :
zjii Mr. Solie. Well, I would prefer the details -- : 4
242' Mr. Klein. Well, I am, as I say, just to your knowledge.;:
23 ; You don't have to tell me anything that was told you by anybod§,§
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? but in your knowledge of lie detector tests --
Mr. Solie.

; already established that he was dispatched.

! with -the Agency?

Mr. Solie.

| or at some time did you read them?

Solie.

Mr. Klein.

i themselves?

Solie.

Klein.

was given in, the physical surrounding?

Solie.

Klein. What was improper about it?

Solie.

conducted on the basis that he was already gquilty.
Mr. Klein. Could you be more specific by that?

How was it conducted on that basis?

Solie.

ftell me what you personally know.

The 1964 went on the assumption that it was

The test was

The whole thing was -- the whole thing was

What did they do?
I would like to discuss something with you.

Now, let me make it clear that I want you to

If you know a procedure

| run and it was completely run on that basis. It was just invalid@

Mr. Klein. Was the operator, to your knowledge, affiliate&

!

Mr.Klein. The questions that he asked, have you read them,

i
]
i
i
1

Was there anything improper about the question#

Was there anything improper about the room that

| was used, and you know that that procedure was not the standard
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‘/daedure, then that is what I want to discuss with you., I
/don't want you to discuss with me something where some expert
y
: | explained something to you and you are .taking his word for
it. In that case I will go to the experts. ;
Mr. Solie. The reactions on the '64 test were inconsistent

: with various questions. There was no challenge being made. He

! was being accused of being a Soviet agent, that's it. No

i challenge was made. No effort was made to determine if -- what
: reactions, what were the basis for the reactions. No effort
; was made, it was just a way you do not run a polygraph test.
Mr. Klein. To your knowledge, to your personal knowledge,
; do they -- how would a proper test be run that was different
from how this test was run? What would be said to the subjectg
that was not said here, or what woulan't be said that was saidg

here? L 3

be made to determine the cause of the reaction.

Mr.Klein. What kind of an effort? How would that be

done?
Mr. Solie. Discussion with the operator.

Mr."Klein. A discussion between the caoperator and the .

subject?
Mr. Solie. And the subject, yes. !

Mr. Klein. And what would that discussion be? Could you.
give me an example of what the operator would say?
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{ : Mr. Solie. Well, reactions, polygraph reactions can be
|
caused by numerous factors. Some of the factors that cause :

the reaction may not indicate the individual is lying about

something. It may be something, some other ~~ some cause, i
i

i that might have caused the reaction. It is not that the indi~§%

vidual is lying., Something else goes through his mind. !

: Mr. Klein. And how do you know that the operator in the
first two tests did not discuss with the subject his reactions?
Mr.Solie. Well, the record reflects :it,

Mr. Klein. And in the third test does the record reflect

that the operator did discuss the reactions?
Mr. Solie. Well, there were no significant reactions.

!
| Mr. Klein. Were the operators in the first two tests é
{

‘ .
# Agency contracted operators, to your knowledge? ;
: l

i
f Mr. Solie. The same operator was the first in '64 and ing
’ ,

'66.

Mr. Klein. It was the same operator.

Mr. Solie. At that time he was under -- he was employed

by the Soviet Russia division in '66. He was no longer with

ji the office of Security.

! Mr. Klein. And to your knowledge, was he instructed ta

. use procedures that were not recognized lie detector, polygrapﬁ

¢

1

'

I

if

N !
: i
- i
! .

procedures?

j
E Mr. Solie. I have to assume he was because that is what he

¥

;l
! aia. ‘
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Did you personally read the transcripts where

/ne == to know that he did not discuss the reactions with the

Mr. Solie.

i explanatory.

1 Mrx. Klein.

Mr. Solie.

Mr. Klein.

| two tests?.
i
I Mr. Solie.
{

Mr. Klein.

ﬁ
|
% Mr. Solie.
!

Mr., Klein.

Mr. Solie.

ithe '64 or '66.
Mr. Klein.

Mr, Solie.

£
:

S ad e e e

Mr. Klein.

S s e S e

were any,would they normally be included in the report?

reaction to a certain area, and to clarify it.

{did not discuss thas reactions with the subject?

1individual was still employed. He might have been. I don't
But I surely would not have gone tohim for advice. I ]

would not have gone to him for advice.

asking about - why.

I have seen the actual report which is self=

i
Would his discussions with the subject, if theﬁe

i
Yes, at least the indication that there was af
|

. |
Have you ever spoken to the operator about the#e
!

i
Which one? ;
The one who gawve the first two tests. f
No. ' i

To your knowledge, was he ever asked why he

1 did not have responsibility at the time of f

I am talking about your investigation in '67. .

And at the time in ‘67, I don't believe the

I am not really asking about advice as much as.;

:he did or did not do certain things when he
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,;gép

e test.

-

Mr. Solie. It was already determined what they were going

. to do, how it was going to be done.

Mr. Klein. When you say it was already determined, are i

; you referring to the fact that the lie detector operator was

AR i <

s T e SR

| told that regardless of the conclusions reached by the operatoﬁ,

|

that the subject would be told he was lying? ;

Is that what you are referring to? E
Mr. Solie. Yes, sir. .
Mr. Klein. Which I believe appears in the report, is

| that correct?

Mr. Solie. Yes.

Mr. Klein. Is it your opinion that the mere fact that i ;
the operatorswas told this invalidates the test?

Mr. Solie. Yes.

If he runs his test in that way, yves.

Mr. Klein. Does it necessarily affect the conclusion -
| reached by the operator, the fact that the subject will later . 3
be told, when he has completed the test, that he failed. Does |
that necessarily invalidate the test?

Mr. Solie. Yes,I would say so. A polygraph test is !

T R RS A £ e L

supposed to be given for purposes of an indication of whether
the individual is lying or telling —-the truth, and that is

just what it should be.

Mr. Klein. I understand that, but I '--
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sotie. If you already concluded you are going to_.

) pim he is lying, how is it going to make it valid?

Mr.Klein. My question is that if you tell him he is lying,

./

| after he has finished taking the test, how will that affect

(18

i

{ the test itself?

(V1Y

[
| Is it your contention that the operator was told that in
his report he was to find Nosenko lying as opposed to being

told at the conclusion of the test we will tell Nosenko that

[ 73

20024 (202) SSh-23yy
~

he was lying, but you can write your report up as it actually

L ¢)

‘¢ | was, if he wasn't lying you can write that. If he was, you

1 f can write that.

17 Mr. Solie. I think I would have to let the report

itself speak for itself. You are referring to the April '64 '

[}

! and I will let the report speak for itself.

1S

However, in '67 I pointed out some very inconsistent

tn

reactions which were so inconsistent that to me they by ,

‘7 | themselves would have invalidated the test. RN

13 Mr. Klein. Referring to the inconsistencies that you : E

pointed out, is it your opinion that -- well, let me withdraw

30 ITH STRENT, S.W, REPOWTERS NULLBING,, vasuucrTon. n C.

that.

[} -
Q

[ANE Referring to the inconsistencies you point out in the

w7/ 12 ! answers to the lie detector operator's questions, is it your !

2 3 opinion that mere inconsistent answers invalidate the findings?
2, Mr. Solie. 1Invalidate the findings? You couldn't find

any == if you couldn't come to any conclusions, you would nave:
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: | to do something further in order to resolve it. You haven't

21 proved it, you haven't disproved it.
3 ) Mr. Klein. If a man comes out with reactions that are
¢ | found to be deceptive on ten questions and if some of those é
: 1
é' 5; questions are contradictory, is it your opinion, then, that thJ %
é 5; whole test is invalid, or could it be that he is lying on a ;
g '75 number of those questions and others you cannot say one way 5 ;
é agzor the other whether he is telling the truth or not? ? %
: 95: Mr. Solie. I don't believe I can hardly answer this tYpej | g
e S ; §
z '¢ | question. f i
g y)é Mr. Klein. Well, let me make one thing clear. § é
% :;i Is your analysis of these questions, where you go over th% E
é izg inconsistencies in the answers, is that a layman's analysis ; %
% 34§ or is it an analysis based on knowledge of polygraph technique% ;
.g :ssgand procedures? | é
; 15; Mr. Solie. I am not an operator. : %
; 175 Mr. Klein. Had you discussed that type of analysis, where é
§ :ai you show that he couldn't be lying about questions because ? ?
g !;i they are mutually contradictory, had you discussed that with i f
§ 20% a polygraph expert? % E
i : i
1 Mr. Solie. I caf't be sure whether I did or not. However | g
Tz o
g%t; 22;51 have suitable knowledge concerning the use of a polygraph. 1
!
23§i1 am not an operator. R i g
2-:.;i Mr.Klein. The point I was trying to get at earlier, and ; % _%
a2 f~I confess it was not very clear when I asked the question was | % i

SIORET o
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imight be an explanation that a layman may not grasp that a lie

78

foly logically, as a layman, I understand the point you are

imaking but experience teaches that sometimes scientific tests,

lie detectors, whatever, do not operate by logic, and that there

detector expert would.
Mr. Solie. Correct.

Mr.Klein. And I am trying to understand whether your

conclusions were run by such an expert to determine if the

logics here are valid.

Mr. Solie. I think the conclusion which we reached in th
4

was that the polygraph really didn't prove one way or the other%
My recollection is that is the way it is written up in '67.
It is just inconclusive. F
Mr. Klein. I think that is a fﬁir characterization, but |
my point is that the analysis went into great detail to show
how he could not be lying about question 1 and question 2,
because question 1 and question 2 were contradictory. He had.;ri

to be telling lthe truth about -one if he was lying about the

other. . ]
i

Mr. Solie. That's right. I point out the inconsistencié%,

but it only conclusion it led to I beliewve was in general it

was inconclusive.

'ﬁﬂ%ﬁnﬂ:’..zx“fmmzmmn PR o O i mirr Men e t——. e -

Lo

Mr. Klein. And my question was, had that type of analysi$§

i

ever been discussed with a professional polygraph expert?

Well, I really don't think I would need to
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; ¢hat particular point because on the face of it they

rd

e inconsistent.

;,f Mr. Klein. After you completed this report, the 1968 report,

:i did you have an opportunity to meet with Helms? :
g 5; Mr. Solie. I met with Helms in probably November, maybe |
é é; early November 1968. : ;
§ '75 Mr. Klein. What was said at:that time? ; §
~ : | ;
§ azi Mr. Solie. There was a general -- there was a meeting ; |
; 9§;in Helms' conference room attended by I think Admiral Tavlor ; é
; :cfjmust have been there, Gordon Stewart, Helms, the Chief SI é ?
g 135 at that time, two from the CI staff. ' ; é
? :zg Mr. Klein. Do you remember this specifically, the people%) ;
-;- 12 Mr. Solie. VYes. l
% z::' Mr. Klein. Who were they, and élso the Chief of the SI 5 i
g :5',Divisoin. g é
E H Mr. Solie. Thaﬁ was Kingsley, Ralph Kingsley, Gordon —- —-?’é

4]

@ '7 | Stewart, I believe, was NIG, ‘Admiral Taylor, Mr. Helms, o
; zai Scottie Mylar, and Ray Rocce from the CI Staff; the Director f i
@ | b
£ 13 | of Security, Howard Osborne, myself and maybe one else I P
~ t f .
< i . ; :
S 9 || can't think of. I
| o
P 21 Mr. Klein. And what was discussed at that meeting? % §
2 !
ld’# - ; . . . i i
iétf<£ . Mr. Solie. The discussion was that report. P
23?i Mr. Klein. YOur report. by
: §
A 4
o Mr. Solie. Yes. §
. !
a2 Mr. Klein. And what was decided? :

FRN AR I
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Mr. Solie. Well, the decision was that we are going to

. 2 ' move ott on this. There was a little, some comment, some contrary
£ i :
s i ) comments from Mylar and Rocce, but they didn't really have an
g _
= . . P
o * | answer, and neither had they prepared a paper presenting their
[} . 4
> ¥ ' N
g E 5; views: So it was sort of decided we would move on this case !
Y ' : yi

< = i
- % 4 i and see what happens, moved toward resettlement. This was thej
] ! 3
€ N i
3 S 7 i big thing in -their mind was let's get some movement out, and §
[} — i ¢ 1
o i34
z = : i
y 2 2 iyou can see why. To me that was the important thing anyway, |
3 < : f
3 < 7 | after it reached the point here. So we moved in that directio%.
=3 { E
] : ;
? g < Mr. Klein. 1In the direction of getting Nosenko out of |
! €
) = ' | isolation.
J = 122 Well, he was already out of isolation, is that correct?
5 £
i = P Mr. Solie. Yes.
2 i 745} Mr. Klein. What specifically did you decide to do after
2 = i
2 = e . .
8 ¥ I | that meeting or as a result of that meeting?
Q ~ 1]
o o ,
= Mr. Solie. Start to put him out in the economy.
o
SRR Mr.Klein. Was it agreed at that time that he was at least
£ ¢} according to the available evidence bona fide? :
w3 | i
£ 7 Mr. Solie. Well, there were two dissenters.
<
& 29 Mr.Klein. I understand that, but was the sense of the !
i
2! . :
oy . was a fide?
"5?7: ! meeting that he bon e
£57 1 ! - , -
NG : Mr. Solie. I said there was two dissenters. The others
23fiwere inclined to go along with my assessment there. t
‘4; Mr. Klein. My question is, was it specifically said at
- { that meeting that the new position of the Agency would be that]
;
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Mr.

Mr.

Mr.

| move forward on

to rebut it, but they didn't choose to do it.
made we were going to move on the case.

Mr. Klein.
is what you said?
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.Solie.

happened.

Mr.

investigating Nosenko, did you feel that you had to come out ;

one way or the other?
Mr.

Mr.

though, and if not make a particular decision, but reach a
decision, he is bona fide or he is not bona fide?

Mr.
Mr .Klein.
after completion of your investigation to come in and say I
don't know?

Mr.

H
3

Nosenko was bona fidey did that result at that time?

There was some dissent,

By move you say get him out into the economy

You mean let him have a house?

Léad a normal life, and that is what

When you were first given the assignment of

Did you feel that you had to make a decision,

Do you think it would have been acceptable

Sure, they would accept it.
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You don't change things quite that fast.
Well, then, tell me how it does get changed.

The decision was made that we are going to

|
and they opted |

The decision was

'
i
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Mr. Klein. By acceptable, first, for you personally?

Mr. Solie. Well, it wouldn't be acceptable for me

| personally.
Mr. Klein. You wouldn't have been ==

Mr. Solie. Because I wouldn't have felt I had done my

[}
Mr. Klein. So you felt that you had to reach a conclusio? e
.
%
Mr. Solie. That's right, but what the conclusion was was -

! job.
;.in this question of whether he was bona fide.

Mr.Klein. You are aware of the FBI source named Fedor?

o S eormens qurmana )

Mr. Solie. I don't know whether I should discuss sources.!
i

Mr. Klein. I won't ask you to specifically discuss anythiﬁg,

. ! B

| about the source.. Just I am interested in what part if any

i investigation of this source played in your investigation. i

(Pause)
Mr. Klein. As I say, I won't ask you substantively what
i this source stated about the investigation, simply did you

i have an opportunity to check out the credibility of this source?

That is my question. i

Mr. Solie. That would not have been part of my job

"as regards what you are speaking of. As regards any effect
or relationship with the Nosenko case, it was considered. i
Mr. Klein. You say it was considered? But was anything

idone other than considering, checking it out?

Mr. Solie. Well, as regards sources, I think I would need’

SEORET
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" whether Nosenko was bona fide? ‘ !

1 thing.

le have given you. That is the only question I am going to

;!

f agsk you, but maybe we will wait, T will finish the others,and

Winkiiim 4 83

to defer discussion concerning that point.
Mr .Klein. Could you possibly make a phone call to someboéy
and explain that all I want to know is not anything substantivé
except was that particular source in any way investigated as
a result.of your investigation? Did ;ou investigate that persgn,
that source? |
Mr. Solie. Did I investigate that source?
Mr. Xlein. The bona fides of that source?
Mr. Solie. The answer is no.
You are speaking of personally.

Mr. Klein. Well, have you ever had an opportunity to

investigate the bona fides of that source?

Mr. Solie. No.

Mr. Klein. Do you ‘now or did you then believe that the

bona fides of that source was related to the question of

Mr.'Solie. There is always a possibility of a relationship.
I would prefer, I think, when you get into sensitive sources,
possible sensitive sources and areas, methods area, I think ;

I should probably check back with the authority on this partic&lar':

Mr. Klein. Would you like to make a phone call? Maybe

v . e m e ————

we can finish and you can make a phone call, the questions
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{then maybe you can make a phone call just about that.

I don't have too much more.

Would it be fair to say that in your 1968 report that you i

1wrote from the premise that Nosenko is bona fide unless there
; is some evidence to show that he is not? é

Mr. Solie. I am not sure what your statement implies here.

Mr., Klein. No implication. Simply I think that you at som§

[]
. . . . , !
point made, and I don't know whether in our interview today |

: you said something about it in regard to Oswald, and I may be f

-.
AN g R N LIRS DT o
N g i e e

wrong, but I think somewhere I read something which gave me the

Gt

impression that that was your starting point, that if there is

w
R

Simply I want to know if my reading of it

no implication.

f was correct, that you started on the premise that he is

I bona fide and then looked for evidence to the contrary, and

in the absence of any to the contrary, concluded’ he was

bona fide.

Mr. Solie. I didn't start on the premise of anything

because the premise implies the preconceived conclusion, and

this is what-I didn't have. I was trying to look at both sideé.

i

So sure, at some point in time I would be glad to have some

ideas, but when I started out, if I had considered he was ‘

bad, I would be just as willing to call him bad as I would be

! 4
to call him good. So I didn't start out with any premise that:

| he was bad or good.

Well, if you don't start out with a premise
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either way and then there are points where you just can't find,
1 any evidence one way or the other-- A
Mr. Solie. Uh-huh.

Mr. Klein. Now, then, do you determine that he is tellinq

i
! +
H

the truth or not telling the truth about those points? i

! Mr. Solie. Well, you have to come to an opinion. That is ;

all you can do.

Mr. Klein. Well, that is what I was getting at. It

!
i
!
!
|

| seems to me that you might have to make some decision to begin

' ;
jwith, that in those’situations you will either believe him unles!fs

E

. . 1 .
1 something comes up to show that he is lying, or in those situations

! i
i

you will disbelieve him unless you can find something to show ;

he is telling the truth. j

And my question is, is that a fair analysis? i

Mr. Solie. On certain things you can't prove and you
can't disprove, and that is about it.

Mr.Klein. During the time that you were investigating
:Nosenko in '67 and '68, approximately how often did you speak _: i

t
| to Nosenko?
: Mr. Solie. At first it was probably five days a week,

and sometimes it may have been three days a week, four days

TRV e .

- A T, oy
on o s RN, SR SRS
e - M e e L

.a week. It was very regular. i

g i Mr. Klein. And were you always discussing the facts of

{the case, the information that You were checking out?

Mr. Solie. Always? We have to spend a little time in the’

1 ﬁ’m‘-m
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circumstances on social amenities. I might shoot him a few
games of pool or something like that. So it was a part of

trying to move along on the case.

Mr., Klein. At what point did you make up your mind that

1 Nosenko was bona fide, approximately? 1
Mr. Solie. Well, I would have to say prior to October

2nd, 1968, but if you were to try to fix a date, I couldn't

Mr. Klein. Was it sometime in '68?

{
I
|
flgive any date. | | o
i
Mr. Solie. I think so. It wasn't early '68, either. !
I had two -problems in that case. One is, is he who he !
says he is. That is one problem. And the second one, was '

he dispatched. Those were two things you hdd to consider, and =

I don't know if you can draw conclusions on the one without i

considering the other. So there were two things to consider,

P

plusrothers;'gﬁﬁ—l mean, ithere .were two primary. ;

Mr. Klein. Would it be fair to say that Lee Harvey Oswéldf

'
i

was a minor aspect of the investigation into Nosenko's bona S
fides?

Mr. Solie. No.

¢
i
H
1
H
H
i
1
1
‘
'

! Mr. Klein. How would you characterize the Oswald aspect?
Mr. Solie. It was an important part to be considered.
b Mr. Klein. Do you think that it received the full :

fconsideration and the time and effort to investigate it, the

;l
]
!

Lee Harvey Oswald aspect?

|
i
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Mr.Solie. There was a tremendous amount of investigation .
done in '64.
Mr. Xlein. If it were to be proven that Nosenko was ; ™.

not truthful in his relation, in what he said about Lee Harvey ' &

i Oswald, would that be significant as to the question of !

whether Nosenko was bona fide? ;
‘.

Mr. Solie.. It would be something I -would have to consideé.
i

}

{

Mr. Klein. Do you think it is possible that he could be

lying about Oswald and still be bona fide? ?

R
o B R

Mr. Solié. I do not consider that he was lying about

Oswald. ' !

Mr. Klein. I'm sorry?

Mr. Solie. I do not consider it.

Mr. Klein. If it were proven that he was lying about '

i

Oswald, do you think that that would change your opinion as

to whether he was bona fide?

Mr. Solie. It sure would.

il T i e ShadBLS

Mr. Klein. When you wrote you 1968 report, did you writes
it all yourself? ;

Mr. Solie. Yes, except on colle ¢ing some information, :
pulling together on some of those items, I had some assistance;
i As far as writing the report was concerned, I had the final ; R

report. I mean, naturally there were iliscussions.

Mr. Klein. Other than checking ouc leads for you, what

else did the FBI contribute to the actu:l report?

% EF X 5. 0 )
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Mr. Solie.
Mr. Klein.

Mr. Solie.
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The FBI?

Yes.

The FBI contributed nothing to that report.

They had never seen it until after it was published.

Mr. Klein.

Did vou discuss the report with them, with

FBI agents or FBI representatives?

Mr. Solie. We discussed various aspects of the case, variqﬁs

fulfilling some

Mr. Klein.

1 leads. That was continually going on. I was regularly

requirements for the Bureau. They wanted me

1 to do this, to do that.

So you discussed things you wanted them to

check out as far as leads given by Nosenko?

Mr. Solie.

Mr. Klein.

Mr.Solie.
on Oswalq now.

I couldn't
discussion, no.

Mr. Klein.

Yes, and also I would interview Nosenko

1 concerning things they wanted covered.

Did you discuss with the FBI Oswald?

|
|
|
!

As such, I can't recall any detailed discussions

say there wasn't something, but a detailed

Okay. I have:finished.

One or two things. First, I gave you prior to us startiné,‘

I gave you a copy of our rules and our resolution.

Isthat correct?

Mr. Solie.

Mr. Klein.

Yes.

And you had an .opportunity to read them and
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you have them before you right now, is that correct?

Mr. Solie. Yes.

Mr. Klein. And this statement by you is a voluntary statément

Mr. Solie. Yes. :

' Mr .Klein. And I would like to thank you on behalf of f

: the Committee for sitting with us and speaking to us, and also .
give you an opportunity, if there is anything you want to say j

at this point, go right ahead.

Mr. Solie. I have no comment. I just hope I have been

4
l
|
i
;able to answer your questions, and I thank you for the way
i

you have handled it.

i :
! (Whereupon, at 2:11 o'clock p.m., the Deposition in the oy

i above-entitled matter was concluded.) g
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CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

I, Elizabeth Berning, the cfficer before whom the fore-
going deposition was taken, do hereby certify that the witness :
whose testimony appears in the foregoing deposition was i
duly sworn by me; that the testimony of said witness was takeni
by Alfred H. Ward, stenomask report, and thereafter reduced |

to teypwriting under his direction; that I am neither counsel

| for, nore related to any of the parties to the action iIn

P S .
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{

B!

j which this deposition was tkane, and further, that I am not
f a relative of any attorney or counsel employed by the parties E

| hereto, nor financially or otherwise interested in the i

i outcome of the action.

Notary Public in and for the '
District of Columbia !

My Commission expires . '
! CERTIFICATE OF STENOMASK REPORTER oo
I, Alfred H. Ward, stenomask reporter, do hereby certify

that the testimony of the witness which appears in the foregoimng

deposition was taken by me by stenomask and therafter reduced

| to typewriting under my direction; that said deposition is a

| true record of the testimony given by said witness; that I §
f'am neither counsel for, related to, nor employed by any of

I

lthe parties to the action in which this deposition was taken,

.gand further, that I am not a relative or employee of any
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