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1. At the instructions of the DDP, I visited Hr. 
Dulles on 11 April to discuss with hits certain questions 
which Mr. Dulles feels the Warren Conmission may pose to 
CIA. 
wished 

Mr. Dullos explained that while the Commission 
to. clarify certain aspects of the Oswald case in 

which a response from CIA seemed necessary it was not sure 
how the questions should be posed nor how CIA should respond. 
Mr. Dulles hoped that our discussions would enable him to 
advise the Connission on this matter, 
allegation that Oswald was a CIA agent. 

tie first raised the k 
He montianed two 

sources for this accusation. One was Mrs. Marguerite 
Oswald, Lee Harvey Oswald’s wother, and the other was Mr. 
Mark tam, Wrs, Oswald’s attorney. Zie suggested that the 
Comission, in asking us this question, might well forward 
a sumary or pertinent excerpts of the testimony concerning 
this aattor. He noted, however, that Mrs. Oswald’s testi- 
mony was so incoherent that it would be difficult to find 
pertinent excerpts, thus it would be better for the COW 
mission to summrize the testitnony. 

2. Mr. Dulles then suggested that the response ta this 
question could be in the fom of sworn testimony before the 
Commission by a senior CIA--official or a letter or affidavit. 
tie recalled that the Director of the FBI had replied by 
letter to a similar question. In any event, Sir. Dulles 
felt the reply should be straightforward and to the point. 

” iIe thought language which made it czlesr that Lee Harvey 
Oswald was never an employee or agent of CIA would suffice. 
We should also state that neither CIA nor anydmocting 
on CIA’s behalf was ever in contact or comunication with 
Oswald. Mr. Dulles did not think it would be a good idea 
to cite CIA proccdurcs for agent assessment and handling 
to show that it would have been unlikely.for .Oswnld to have 
boen chosen as a CIA agent to enter Russia. There are always 
exceptions to every rule and this aight be nisunderstood by 
aembers of the Cornmission with little background in activity 
of this sort. I agreed with him that a carefully phrased 
denial of the charges of involveaent with Oswald seemed . 
most appropriate. .4 H 
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3. 'The next question concerned the possibility of 
Osuald*s having bean a Soviet agent. 
that the Conmission's question on 

Mr. Dulles suggested _ 
this matter be phrased 

sozln=what as follows: "In the knowlodge or judgnent of CIA 
was Lee Enrvcy Oswald an agent of the Soviet intelligence 

;services or the intelligence services ‘of other coimunist 
states at any time prior to 22 Novmbor 1963, or was Oswald 
solicited by those intelligence services to become such an 
agentz” After considoriny this question, it becane apparent 
that the problem of making a **judgment” as to whether Oswald 
miglrt have become an agent of a comunist powar was subject 
to the same difficulties we would .have encountered if we 
had tried to answer the allegation of CIA affiliated by 
cititig CIA's own procedures. If CIA, in responding to.the 
njudgment*N portion of the question, were to say that in 
light of its knowledge of Soviet Bloc prucodures it was 
unlikely that Oswald would have become their agent, we 
would have to admit that exceptions are always possible. 
Wr, Dulles and I felt that it would be better to avoid this 
and confine our response to a precise statement of fact, 
This statement, in Mr. Dullest view, could note that CIA 
possessed no knowledge oither gained independently or fro;o 
its study of tho materials supplied by the Commission 
tending to show that Lee Harvey Oswald--was an agent of 
the Soviet intelligence services, or the services of any 
other Conmunist country, or’for that natter of any other. 
country. 

4. Both questions were discussed individually but 
later Mr. Dulles suggested that because they were intar- 
connected it would be better if the Commission posed the3 
in one letter to CIA. I agreed that this night be sinplar. 

S. After covering .those questions of direct interest 
to CIA, Mr. Dulles nentioned other 'issues whicI1' concerned 
the Comtission, He remarked that members of the Commission 
could not understand why CIA had not begun an investigation 
of Oswald as soon as it recaived word that he had defected. 
I noted that this question had been discussed with Mr. 
Rankin and his staff and there seemed to be considerable 
understanding of the practical circumtances which made it 

-%$ossible for CIA to undertake such investigation inside 
the USSR. I expressed the hope that it would not bs necessary 
for -CIA to place nattors of this sort in the public record. 
Mr. Dulles agreed. 



6. Mr. Dulles thcrl asked if it were normal for 
the Soviet Govcrnnent to pox3it a Soviet woman to marry 
a foreigner and then ailo~ her to leave with her husband 
shortly after the marrisi:c. This question perturbed the 
Coxaission snd they would like to have an answer, E said' 

;that whereas the response could have some bearing on whether 
Oswald was an agent, the problom seemed to lie more in the 
consular field and I suggested that the best way to obtain 
an opinion on what constituted "noma practice" in marriage 
cases in the USSR would be to question the Department of 
state. &jr, Dulles agreed with this. 

7. Mr. Dulles expressed his .appreciatioa for the 
assistance accorded him and said that he would discuss the 
framing of the questions for CIA with Mr. Rankin on Monday, 
13 April. At this point I did offer a personal opinion in 
regard to the way in which CIA should respond. Noting that 
t8StiROny on questions such as these would be difficult to 
insert in the public record, I suggested that it would be 
best if the CIA response were in written form. However, 
much will dcgend'on the form in which the questions are 
eventually put to us and I imagine that a final decision 
can be mad8 at that time. 

8. At no time during these discussions did Mr. Dulles 
iaakc any inquiries about 2Josenko and I volunteered no infor- 
#nation on this score. I 

David E. Murphy 
Chief, SR Division 
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~:IE51ORANDW4~. FOR: Deputy Director for Plans 

SUBJECT: Discussions with Mr. Allen W. Dulles 
on the Oswald Case 

1 . 
1. At the instructions of the DDP, I visited Mr.. 

: Dulles on 11 April to discuss with him certain questions I- 
. which Mr. Dulles fe.els the Warren Commission may pose to ._ 

CIA. I'lr. Dulles explained that while the Commission . 
wished to clarify certain .aspects of the Oswald case in . 
which a response from CIA seemed necessary it was not sure 
how the questions should be posed nor how CIA should respond. '-; :.a 
Mr. Dulles hoped that our discussions would enable him to . . 
advise, the Commission on this matter. He first raised the . 
allegation that Oswald was a CIA agent. 
sources for this accusation. 

He mentioned two ,, 
.._ : 

One was Nrs. Marguerite 
Oswald, Lee Harvey Oswald's mother, and the-other was'Mr. . . 
&lark Lane, Mrs. Oswald's attorney. He.suggested that the . 
Commission, in asking us this question, might well forward 
a summary or pertinent excerpts of the testimony concerning 
this matter. He noted, however, that Mrs. Oswald's testi- 
mony was so incoherent that it would be difficult to find . 
pertinent excerpts, thus it would be better for the Com- 
mission to summarize the testimony. 

. 

2. Mr. Dulles then suggested that the response. t,o this 
question could be in the form of sworn testimony before the 
Commission by a senior CIA official or a letter or affidavit. ‘.: 
He recalled that the Director .of the FBI had replied by 
letter to a similar question. In any event, Mr. Dulles 
felt the reply should be straightforward and to the point. 1 
He thought language which made it clear that-Lee Harvey 
Oswald was never an employee or agent of CIA would suffice.' 
We should also state that neither CIA nor anyoie acting 

..-. 

on CIA's behalf was ever in contact or communication with 
Oswald. Mr. Dulles did not think it would be a good idea 
to cite CIA procedures for agent assessment and handling 
to show that it would have been unlikely for.Oswafd to have 
been chosen as a CIA agent to enter Russia. There are always _ 
exceptions to every rule and this might be misunderstoodby 
members of the Commission with.little background in activity _ 
of this sort. I agreed with him that a carefully phrased 
denial of the charges of involvement with Oswald seemed : . . . 
most appropriate; 1 
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3. 
Oswald’s 
that the 
somewhat 

The next question concerned the possibility. of 
having been a Soviet agent. !4r. .Dtilles suggested 
Commission’s question on this matter be phrased 
as follows: “In the knowledge or judgment of CIA - _. 

was Lee Harvey Osl;ald an agent of the Soviet intelligence 
services or the intelligence services of other communist 
states at any time prior to 22 November 1963; or was Oswald 
solicited by these intelligence services to become such an 
agent?” After considering this question, it became apparent 
that the problem of making a “judgment” as to whether Oswald 

’ . might have become an agent of a communist power was subject. 
to the’ same difficulties we would have encountered if we 
had tried to answer the allegation .of CIA affiliated by 

. citing .@IA’s own procedures. If CIA, in responding to the 
tgjudgmentl* portion of the question,-were to say that in 
light of i;ts knowledge of Soviet Bloc procedures it was e 

unlikely ‘that Oswaid would have become their agent, we 
. 

would have to admit that exceptions are always possible. 
blr. ‘Dulles and I .fslt that it would be better to avoid this 
and confine our response to a precise statement of fact. 
This statement, in ?4r. Dulles’ view, could note that CIA 
possessed no knowledge either gained independently or from 
its study of the materials supplied by the Commission 
tending to show that Lee Harvey Oswald was an agent of 
the ,Soviet intelligence services, or the services of any 
other Communist. country, or for that matter of any other 
country. 

. . 

4. . Both questions were discussed individually but 
’ later Mr. Dulles suggested that because they were inter- 

-- connected.it would be better. if the Commission posed them 
in one le.tter to CIA.. I agreed that this might be simpler. . 

. . t 
3: After coverin 

B 
these’ questions .oi direct interest - . 

t -0 CIA, &jr. Dulles .ment oned other issues which’ concerned 
the Commission.\ He remarked that memb.ers of the Commission _ 
could not .understand why CIA had *not begun an investigation 
of Oswald, as, soon as. it received. wcrd ‘that he -had defected, 
I noted that this question had been discussed with Mr. - 
Rankin and his staff .and there seemed td be considerable 
understanding ..of the pract.ical circumstances which made it 
impossible for CIA to undertake’ such investigation inside 
the USSR. I expressed the hope’ that-it would not be nece,ssary 
for CIA: to place matters of this, sort. in the public record. 
Mr. Dulles‘agreed. .. . *.. *.. . _ ,.- . _ - 

. . . . 
_.- - 

. 
. . . * 

Y  - - 
-. 5 

. .: *=“ . 

. :_ -. . 
_ . . ,. ;’ .. 

l - .  l : :* -- .  

t  . .  - - .  -2. ‘. __,__; _.... 
.  _ 



. : 
, 

, 

i v 
. i. 

6. Yr. Dulles then asked if it were normal for 
the Soviet Government to permit a Soviet woman to marry 

. a foreigner and then allow her to leave with her husband' 
shortly after the marriage. This question perturbed the 
Commission and they would like to have an answer. I said . 

t that whereas the response could have some bearing on whether 
Oswald was an agent, the problem seemed to lie more in the 
consular field and I suggested that the best way to obtain 
an opinion on what constituted "normal practice" in marriage 
cases in the USSR would be to question the Department of 
State. Mr. Dulles agreed with this. 

7. Mr. Dulles expressed his appreciation for the 
assistance accorded him and said that he would discuss the *,. 
framing of the questions for CIA with bfr. Rankin on Monday, . 
13 April. At this point I did offer a personal opinion in - 
regard- to the way in which CIA should respond. Noting that 
testimony on questions such as these would be difficult to 

- insert in the public record, I suggested that it would be 
best if the CIA response were in written form. However, 
much will depend-on the form in which the zquestions arc 
eventually put to us and I imagine that a final decision 
can be made at that time. - 

8. At no time during these discussions did Mr. Dulles 
make any inquiries about Nosenko and I volunteered no infor- 
mation on this.score. 
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