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.29 March 1967
O
1. ‘Please re;el ‘o your lntormal note, dated

27 -March 1967, caotloned as'above, in which you propase

“to dlssemlnate to the Dcpartment of Justice apd Depa tf

LAV
»

~information conce*nlng Lhe‘
Kenneey.tﬁm'

sassu’latlon of President[d »{

P

[

2. As you are aware,'at‘a neeting on 18 January

- Agency to dlscucscgge nandllng ofﬂSHAMROCK t“was agreed
that for the time being there. would be no dissemination
to other agencies of inf ormatlon "from this source with-
out prior agreement between your Bureau and this Agency,
and that there will be no- no@itlcatlon of other agencies
about fthe existence of - bls new sourcefdt. the present
time. wWe gather that you , now prepared to make some

and a cies. We alsoagm ieve that certain items offs
ROCK' §§%551t1ve 1ntelllgence reportlng “could be d“ em
nated at this However, before either your gau
,‘ake any dlssemlnatlon oiinAMROCK for—

“on
_ ,,source descrlntlons to be used in such
emin. tlons, andon’ whethef or'not it mlcht beé "neces—
sary._ at. this time to b:lef selected lndlv1duals 1n the

TOS 5.2

,";sm;“&

;%' 3. )é;%ec1flcally, we . wouldgggdg8§§9§§§ your Bureau
-% be responsible for _the. dlosemln

i_ pertalnlng to the internal securit ty of the United States,
§; e_would handle the dlssemlﬁﬁffbﬁﬂﬁf’Tﬁfﬁrmatlon o
1

§ wsibilities "

ﬁ‘sponSLbllltles,

5

i from the sou

Y

ment of State a memorandum: contalnlnggf.certalx* SHAMROC

dissemination of SHAMRO Q formatlon to other qeparfents gJ
HAM~-

L / L s . . ! R
. A f R i
Al He K VQ}/ Cilideste 1 cf

1967 betﬁéen representatives of your Bureii?ipg this ﬁgl.

£)
A

"~iDepartment of State and p0551bly ‘the hhlte House on tnejpgg W

D IN

g F1a

_ORIGINAL
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¥ 4. As far as -source descriptions
believe that it is important-that the
used by both your Bureau and.the Agenc
that the reliability of the s
simply that of his information)] ha® no
lished. ¥For example,_one of 'the follo

might be‘qppropriate;

o o

P fg. "A confidential’informan

{]5. " Eoviet-‘i sourde’

ource whose r
not been established“} o

c. {ESovieﬁ:bffi¢i§l.w‘b'is
information is being passed to th

5. %cause muceof theé positive
mation fFOMISHAMROCK[Which we would pr
at this time deals with{United Nation§
Of it will inevitably raise questions
believe tb@@wyg‘will'ultimately find 1
cuss the exigfénc d 1 .
or Coldaberghand [Secretary o te
N6t See any necessity for this at the
- do wish to call your attegption to the
‘dissemination ofé?HAMROC Information
matters will very likely_require,that

whom has_been insufficient to est
bilitywzxggﬁaix;= R T

‘tate RusKf>-#While we do~

are concerned, we
source description
Y Clearly state

sourcefhimself (rather than
t yet been estab- @

wing descriptions

t, contact with
abliSh his relia~

eliability has”

aware that his :
e U.S. Governmenqgk

intelligence infor-

Oose to disseminate

atters, and much
from consumers, we.
t necessary to dis-

present time, we -

fact that extensive '
onE@ﬁted'Na;l 1/

this be. done.8

assa-.

: <’6: Even subject to agreement on the4points raised
¢ fabove, however, we still have serious reservations about
the dissemination of the information contained in your
memorandum. This report deals-withy a subject which owing
to exceptional circumstancesrmakes objective evaluation.
of the information set-forth extremely difficult. Essen-
tially, the report contains 'two basic elements: the

information aboutfthe XGB co ssion established to in- \153\
vestigate the circumstancés»gggPrésident Kennedy's death,

and informgtion on Lee Harvey" swald's relationship with
s far as we know, .there has been no previous

the KGB. :
reporting onh the existence.. fisuch a -commisgion. It is
é&conclusions
r

7
/
—

important to note, howeve chatXthe allege
f this commissiog-that P sident Kennedy was killed by

a conspiracy of right. wing monopolists--have long com-

prised the standard Soviet line on this subject. To cite

but two examples, KHRUSHCHEV. took this tack in an inter-

view he granted to columnist .Drew Pearson in early 196%@4)
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(see attached column from tne Washlngton Post of 26 June
1964); a complete ‘statement’ of the Soviet line on Ken-
fiedy's death is to be foundiin a book called "Where do
the Tracks Lead?" '[Kuda vedut sledyl] by A. IORYSH and

' B. SERGEYEV, which was submlteed for publication on 2 Sep—»
- tember 1964. This book . spells out the theory of a r;gnt

wing con501:acy in ‘'great detail. {It is interesting in
this connection that ‘the suvname of one of the two authors,
SERGEYEV, 1is identical with'the alias used by SITNIKOV.

_in his contacts with both Plerre Salinger and Donald
Brennan. In any eventﬂ a51de from the existence of a
KGB commission to conSLder the p;oblem, none of the Ilndg o

ings of the comm1551onw%as reportea by SHAMROCK re
either new or s1gn1flcane
7. ‘iEp;tner in thlS reoard - we note tnat the 1den—

tification of SITNIKOV as- belng chief of a sector, Infor-.
mation Section, Internaelonal Depav+mene, Central Committee
of the CPSU is misleading in’ that, accordlng toEEHAMROC{Z
at the time that SITNIKOV. was stueylng the assassination
of President Kennedy - ‘he was’ ‘still Deputy Chief of the In-
formation Service, First Chief Directorate, KGB. t(See
granscript of Meeting #17, page 12, in which SrIAMROCKjéJ\

ates SITNIKOV's transfer to.the CC in 1965, when SKRYABIN
‘retired and VIDYASOV became “‘Chiefeof the Information '
Service.) Furthermore, ES'HAMRoczjg’@cribed to KULEBYAKIN,
who was then Chief of the American Department of the FCD,
the chief ceSpon51b111ty for ‘weighing the evidence that
had been gathered by KGB sources on the President's :
death. (Seec;ranscrlpt of Meeting #4, page lS.iﬁQWe sug-
gest, therefo?e, that the report be. made consistent by

Hh

~either including KULEBYAKIN s name or deleting SITNIKOV's;
‘clearly identified as still dégiz

or at least the SITNIKOV
within the KGB at tne tlme
{;n oonnectlon Wlth the Sov1ee assessment of

PreSLQent Ke?nedy containeg on page 2 of your memorandum,
‘we also note 'thae @HAMROC ntinued his discussion of

this topic by prov1dlng the. cur:ent Soviet assessment of ' o
20.JJB_

President Johnson. “km;E?enscrlpt of Meeting #4, page
While it is true that thisS assessment of President John-
son was in answer tqQua direct guestion by one of the in-
terv1ewing office?éasind that the source's information on
this is not directly relevant to the assassination of
President Kennedy, we. noneeheless believe that the juxta-
position of EHAMROCK‘S} remarks on the two Presidents .i%g

2 e

Y
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51gn1flcant and would ; ,ome&y@;ue to consumers in

- evaluating the report: becguse o0f the similarity of these Eglyy
remarks to those made byéguhe Sov1et officials around
the world in pursuance” ol wha wppcaro to be a semi-offi-
cial "line." (A good examp]o of this is to be found in ,
SITNIKOV's meetings_ with Plcrle Sallnger in Moscow in (&éj.
the spring of l965;£%0“* S ,

9. Finally, it is thewﬁért of the report that deals

-, with Lee Harvey Oswald's' relations with the KGB--or

rather the lack of such‘a relatlonshlpw—tnat raises seri-
ous problems. As you'are aware, much the same story about

- Oswald, although in considerably greater detail and

- allegedly based on first-hand knowledge, has been related
by NOSENKO. This Agency. flrmly believes that NOSENKO did
not in fact have first-hand-knowledge of the relations
between the KGB and OSWALD,_and Lhat NOSENKO's story on
OSWALD is a KGB-preparegd message. Similarly, this Agency
believes -that SHAMROCKZé&statéments'on OSWALD cannot auto-
matically be aCcepted as accurate or valid, and that the -
exact nature of the KGB relaulonshlp with OSWALD has not.A%§D

. yet been establlshed; o ' : \

>

Attachment
As Stated Above
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