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MEHMORANDUM FOR RECORD .

I S SuBJECT: Discussicn wiiiy State prl‘tman
Officials on the Husceako Cas

1. “1. flelms and M, Wurphy mct with Awbassador
Thowpsuia, Me. Thomas lushes, Mr. Richard Davis and
Mr, John Guthrice at the Department to convey to-them
. our cuaclusiouns just.arrived at that Nosenko is not

a genuvine defoctor but morc,probnbly an zgent planted

"o us by the KGB., Mr, Helms described the basis for
.our belicf and the means of arriving at it. Mr, lelms:
noted that we had discusscd the Hoscnko case with the
Warreir Commission because Lhcy had received a report
irom the FBI based on the FBI's ‘intevrogution of Mosenko
which pertained to thée Oswild case. - The report made a
strong case for the position that the Soviet Government

b had nothing whatsoever to do with Oswald's assassination )
i of President Kenncdy. - The Comaission was anxious to know T
oo - our rcuaction and. ve inCormed them we were not sure of tho ‘

> nwan's bona fides and thercfore could not underwrite the
Stutements he had made.

2. Ambassador Thompson remirked that he had just

‘heard {rom Isaac Don Levine and that the latter intended

i E "-to writce a book on the Oswald cuase in which he hoped to
: make the point that Oswald was nentally unbalanced and

! »
i : was tryiang to. brcak up the Kenncdy-Khrushchev. relation-

i ship,

i .

j ' 3. .We ulso related the Krotkov case in the United

; : Kingdoa to the Nosenko case, cxplaining the way in which

! the Soviets could hope, through accusations that former

§ . Ambassuador to Moscow Maurice DeJean was an agent, to
: "cover" the numncrons lecaks of sensitive information
! sulffered by the Freach Government and rcported to us by

" the defector Golitsyn,

f 4, We then described Lfor State Department officials

) the maivier in which CGribanov opérates against the diplo-

! matic colony, HMr. lzlms weat on to say that we had arrived
at a point with Nosenke where we belicved we had to use
more cucrpetic measurcs to arrive at the truth and determine

i
£ 3 . - 3
4 his mission., After we tried this we would probably wish
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to turi him back to the Soviets., At the point it was
docided to return ;thcct to Sovict control, he would

! ' be served.with an immizration warrant for dcnurtdtion - e
oL as an undesirable alicn, Atterwvards, he would be flown
RO to LEurope and allowed to rcturn to Soviet custody. . -We

C#ei-0 would probably wish to accouplish this in Berlin whero

several such turn-bucks have buen made in the past B
‘and this has been accepted by the Sovicets, Aubassador
S Thompson asked why we could not indict the nan and try
T o hiw for cspionage. We cxpluncd that it would be dif-

' ficulc tou prove this cven if he were to give us a full

confession siuce the only cvidence would be his own word,
Furthewrmore, we would be reluctunt to Lecome involved in _
the cevitable publicity that a trial of this nuture would- . . ..
cause. We arc anxidus to lcurn the truth but are not R -
interested in a trial or punishmcnt for NOS“HRO. . N

.- Ambassador 1honpuon thcn said that the only a<pcct
of our plannln" wivich gave him pausc was the idea of re-
Lturning the man to Soviot gustody. lic felt that we would
o _ . 1nuvxtab1y cncounter criticism from the press if they

i speculated the turn-back was in exchange for the release

of the three flyers. This the Governnmont would very nuch
wish to avoid, Mr. Murphy showéd Ambdssador Thompson the o 2
drafi press statement we had prepared by which we hoped ¥
to make clear that this was not an exchange of any type

but rclatedisolely to the fraudulent character of the

Nosenko defection, This accompanied by additional ncws-
‘paper pub11c1ty would scrve to maLc clecar the real .reasons

for No~ﬂnLo s return,

: 6. In_p bri¢f aside with Mr. Davis, the discussion ;

of the letters came up and we had an inconclusive dis- ' '
cussion of them. e anrecd that the letter which was to

: be read. by the wife on the Embassy premises should not be

i sent to the rmbadsy nor should the Embassy become involved

: in this. Ue'also discusscd the pose1b111t) of sending the

i : other letter:ithrougzh regular mail chamnels to the wife's

" address. We 'did not discuss what the Embassy was to say

if the wife called again and I feel I must co back to Mr,

Davis on thxs qucstlon.

i e

] . S
: 7. -Mr.'HUghes then asked if we-were sure we had
P ‘received all .we could under the prescent circuastances,
flc was assured we had and this was explained in some
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present not to discuss this casc with other persons,

detail, We deseribed «the U information received from
Subjeci, noting how some of it was ained quite clearly
ac covering teads provided by Guliisyns At this point,

Mr, Helms described for the Stute Depavtment afficjals
the history of our attempis’ to persuads the to
1

Ctuke vigorous action on these leads and their Iailure

to do so indicating there are still active penctrations
in the intelligence Services aud clsculicre in tho
governn P : S

4, The mecting cended with Amnbissador Thompson sug-
gesting he would lilie to. bricf the Sccrotary on the-
problem and also discuss it with the State Department
legal advisor, Abram Chayes, and then he would be back -
in touch with us, lle asked the other bepartment officers

.

David [, Murphy
Chicf, SR bivision




