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Please note Oswald’s letter of November 9, the text of which was transmitted to Moscow, 

over the line [?] of nearby neighbors. 

This letter was clearlv a provocation: it gives the impression we had close ties with 

Oswald and were using him for some purposes of our own. It was totally unlike any other letters 

the embassy had previously received from Oswald. Nor had he ever visited our embassy himself 

The suspicion that the letter is a forgery is heightened by the fact that it was typed, whereas the 

other letters the embassy had received from Oswald before were handwritten. 

One gets the definite impression that the letter was concocted by those who, judging from 

everything, are involved in the President’s assassination. It is possible that Oswald himself wrote 

the letter as it was dictated to him, in return for some promises, and then, as we know, he was 

simply bumped off after his usefulness had ended. 

The competent U.S. authorities are undoubtedly aware of this letter, since the embassy’s 

correspondence is under constant surveillance. However, they are not making use of it for the 



time being. Nor are they asking the embassy for any information about Oswald himself; perhaps 

they are waiting for another moment. 

The question also arises as to whether there is any connection now between the wait-and- 

see attitude of the U.S. authorities and the ideas conveyed by Thompson (though he himself may 

not be aware of this connection) on the desirability of some restraint on the part of the Soviet 

press and gradually hushing up the entire matter of Kennedy’s assassination. Perhaps that is 

exactly what the federal authorites were inclined to do when they learned all the facts and realized 

the danger of serious international complications if the interested U.S. groups, including the local 

authorities in Dallas, continued to fan the hysteria over the “leftist” affilations of Kennedy’s 

assassin and the exposCs we would have to issue in this case. 

The main question now is: should we give the U.S. authorities Oswald’s last letter if they 

ask for our consular correspondence with him (there is nothing else in it that could be used to 

compromise us). After weighing all the pros and cons, we are inclined to pass on this letter as 

well to the authorities if they request all the correspondence, because if we don’t pass it on, the 

organizers of this entire provocation could use this fa’ct to try casting suspicion on us. 

Please confirm [receipt]. 

Agreed upon with A.I. Mikoyan. 

November 26, 1963 

A. Dobrynin 
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