Assassination Records Review Board
Final Determination Notification

AGENCY : HSCA

RECORD NUMBER : 180-10131-10328
RECORD SERIES : SECURITY CLASSIFIED TESTIMONY

AGENCY FILE NUMBER : 014726

September 22, 1998
Status of Document: Postponed in Part
Number of Postponements: 86

The redactions in this document have been postponed under the provisions set forth in The John F.
Kennedy Assassination Records Collection Act of 1992.

The number within the brackets is provided to represent the appropriate substitute language from the list
below.

Board Review Completed: 09/14/98

g; g_“' h . 12 CIA Installation in Africa/ Near East* g FE_’IEPI:;Ch l;:eﬁx
grap 13 CIA Installation in East Asia/ Pacific* vie Numoer
03 CIA Employee L, 24 Operational Details
14 CIA Installation in Northern Europe*
04 Asset L 25 None
15 CIA Installation in Western Europe® . L
05 Source L : . 26 Scelso (The information is the true name of the
06 N, £ Person 16 CIA Installation in Western Hemisphere individual wh d is Tohn Scelso.
o b o erso 17 Cable Prefix for CIA Installation in Africa/ Near East* 7 ou p . ﬂ"* pseudonym is John Scelso.)
seuconym . 18 Cable Prefix for C1A Installation in East Asia/ Pacific* ob 1ite
08 Identifying Information . L R 28 CIA
19 Cable Prefix for CIA Installation in Nocthern Europe .
09 Date . - 29 Name of Organization
10 Locati 20 Cable Prefix for CIA Installation in Western Europe* 30 :al Security Numb.
peanon 21 Cable Prefix for CIA Installation in Western Hemisphere? Social Security Number
11 Country 31 Alias Documentation

* The number after the hyphen tracks of individual locations. 32 Official Cover {Details of Official Cover)
98 Information not believed relevant to JFK assassination
99 See the special substitute language above.




v09-16-96ccr
JFK RECORDS

Cross Reference: None

gtatus in System:

AGENCY : HSCA
RECORD NUMBER : 180-10131-10328
RECORD SERIES : SECURITY CLASSIFIED TESTIMONY
AGENCY FILE NUMBER : 014726
Other Agency Equity:

DOCUMENT INFORMATION

ORIGINATOR : HSCA
FROM : PHILLIPS, DAVID ATLEE

TO :
TITLE :
DATE : 11/27/76
PAGES : 135

DOCUMENT TYPE : TRANSCRIPT
SUBJECT(S) : OSWALD, LEE, POST RUSSIAN PERIOD, TRAVEL, TRIP TO
MEXICO; CIA, METHODOLOGY; PHILLIPS, DAVID A., TESTIMONY
BEFORE THE COMMITTEE;
CLASSIFICATION : UNCLASSIFIED
RESTRICTIONS : 256
CURRENT STATUS : REFERRED
DATE OF LAST REVIEW : 08/21/93
COMMENTS : Box 5

Date in: 01/26/96
FFFFFFFF
TFFFFFFF




TTTUMs ALCNAVes HSCA (Rg 213)

$u

CT CONTENTS

TEZL

[

U.S. House of Representztives
Select Committee on Assassinzziccs,

Subcommittee on the Assassis=zico
John F. Kennedy

TESTIMONY OF:

Mr. David A. Phill:igs

EXHIBITS:
Phillips Exhibit No. X

Phillips Exhibit No. 2

(7Y

Phillips Exhibit No.

Washington, D. C.

November 27, 1976

PAGE

71
87

87

GHA-HISTORIGALREHEN-PROGRAR
REEEASEAS-SANFZED

$998—

g013u2




10

11

12

13

~> (9] N
[38) ro —

[N
N

o
(n

EXECUTIVE SESSION

SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 1976

House of Representatives,

Select Cormittee on
Assassinations

Subcommittee on the Assassi-
nation of John F. Rennedy

Washington, D. C.

The Subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:14
o'clock a.m., in Room 3342, House Annex No. 2, 2nd and D
Streets, N.W., Washington, D. C., the Honorable Richardson
Preyer (Chairman of the Subcommittee) presiding.

Present: Representatives Preyer (presiding) and Thone.

Also present: Richard A. Sprague, Chief Counsel and

Director; Kenneth Brooten, Counsel; Donovan L. Gay, Chief

Researcher; Richard Feeney, Jonathan Blackner, Jeremy Akers,h

Linda Conners, Jackie Hess and Robert Ozer, Committee Staff.
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Mr. Preyer. The Subcommittee on the Kennedy Assassinatio:?
of the House Select Committee on Assassinations will comé to
order.

Congressman Thone and myself, Congressman Preyer, we have
a quorum that satisfies the rules to take testimony.

This session will be an executive session; it will be a
closed session. The Chair notes that Mr. Thone disagrees with
executive sessions in principle and the court respects his
opinions on those. Chairman Downing, however, has requested
that this be a closed session, and therefore the Chair
declares this session closed.

The purpose of this session is to receive the testimony

of Mr. David Phillips, and Mr. Sprague, if there are no other

preliminary matters, I will swear the Witness at this time.

Mr. Sprague. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Preyer. Mr. Phillips, would you put your left hand,
on the Bible and raise your right hand.
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to

give before the House Select Committee on Assassinations will

be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so
help you God?

Mr. Phillips. I do.

Mr. Preyer. Thank you, sir. :

If you will have your seat, and Mr. Sprague, I will turn
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the questioning over to you.
Mr. Sprague. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Will you state your full name.
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TESTIMONY OF DAVID APPLEY PEILLIPS

Mr. Phillips. David 2Zppley Phillips.

Mr. Sprague. And your present address.

8224 Stcnetraile Drive, Bethesda,

Y7 Tme mevivnal Archives HSCA (Re 213)

Mr. Phillips.
Maryland, 20034.

Mr. Sprague.
of perjury will encompass al
oath at this hearirg.

Mr. Phillips.

Mr. Sprague. Ha-: you

Central Intelligence Agency?

Mr. Phillips. I have,

Mr. Spracue. And wnen
that Agency?

Mr. Phillips. In 1950.

Mr. Spracue. Anc hcw
the CIA?
Mr. Phillips.
Mr. Sprague.
Mr. Phillips.

Mr. Spracue.

Mr. Phillips, ycu understand that the laws

1 testimony given by you under

I do, sir.

er been a member of the

sir.

éid you commence as an agent of

lcag €id you remain an agent of

Twenty-£five years.
Ané your c¢sparture, was that a retirement?
I retirec in May of 1975, sir.

Now, during the period of time that you

were an agent for the CIX, were yocu at any time assigned to

work on their beha’f in ¥exiczs?

Mr. Phillips.

Mr. Sprague.

00130u¥y
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¥r, Phillips. The assignment was in Sepﬁember of
1961l. I arrived in September or early August, as I recall.
Mr. Sprague. And how long did you remain on assignment
with the CIA in Mexico?
¥r. Phillips. Until early 1965.
¥r. Sprague. Now, commencing with your assignment in
1961 zx the‘CIA to Mexico, what were your initial duties?
¥r. Phillips. During the first part of that four years,
roucz_y, my job was the- which involves propaganda and that
sort 2f kusiness.
®r. Sprague. Could you explain what you mean by that?
¥r. Phillips. Mexico City has . the Cuban embassy there
whicz was active during the 1960s in attempting to assist
Fidel Cas:ro in exporting his ideas of revolution in Latin
srerzza, and it was the U.S. Government's policy and CIA's

- - -

Fractice to counter that when they could. That was largely
tke exter: of that.

¥r. Sprague. When you say counter that, what were the

rattrz of the things that you did to counter it?

¥-_. ?hillips. By arranging, assisting journalists, for
instz-ce, to write the right kind of things abcut the United
States, stupporting groups who were in effec£ groups which
mighit -— which were anti-Castro.

¥>r. Sprague. Did any of that support involve those

00131
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groups committing acts of violence against the Castro regime?
Mr. Phillips. They did not, sir.
Mr. Sprague. Now, how long did you remain with this kind
of duty that you have just described?
Mr. Phillips. Roughly two years, until about mid-1973.
Mr. Sprague. '63.
Mr. Phillips. I'm sorry, sir, '63.

Mr. Sprague. When you say approximately mid-1963, to the
best of your recollection, what months are you talking about?
Mr. Phillips. I .clieve it was July or August. I'm

not absolutely positive about that.

Mr. Sprague. Now, at that time you were given a different

assignment?

Mr. Phillips. That is correct, sir. i

Mr. Sprague. And what was the nature of the new assign=-
ment? §
{

Mr. Phillips. I was asked to take over what were kncwn .,
as the Cuban operations of Mexico City Station.

Mr. Sprague. Now, how long did you remain in charge
of the Cuban operation in the Mexican Station of the CIa?

Mr. Phillips. Until my departure in early 1965.

i

i
;
|
|
Mr. Sprague. Now, when you say you were asked in mid-1963

to take over the Cuban operation, who was it that made that

assignment of ycu? :
4
H

Mr. Phillips. A CIA officer who had recently been appointed
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as the Chief of CIA Operations based with his headquarters in
Washington, visited Mexico City, spoke to the Station Chief in
Mexico, recommended that I be changed to the new job.

Mr. Spragque. And who was that?

Mr. Phillips. His name was Desmond FitzGerald, the

Chief of Station was Win Scott.

Mr. Sprague. And would you explain what the nature of thT
new assignment was which, as I take it, then had -- you then
had for the remainder of your tour in Mexico.

Mr. Phillips. It was to know what the Cubans were doing
in Mexico City, specifically in their embassy, to try to
obtain as much information as possible about their intentions
in Mexico and Latin America, specifically, to know what was

going on in and around the Cuban Embassy.

Mr. Sprague. Now, where was the Cuban embassy located?

Mr., Phillips. I believe I recall the name of the street
as Calle Insurgantes, which was several blocks off of the

main street in Mexico City.

-

P

Mr. Sprague. And what was its proximity to the Russian

embassy?
Mr. Phillips. Rather close. !
Mr. Sprague. When you say rather close, what do you mean?

Mr. Pnillips. A few blocks, as I recall, though not

many.

Mr. Sprague. Now,when you were put in charge of the

e ————n e oa s+ o aide ar e e
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Cuban operation, who was your immediate supervisor?

Mr. Phillips. In the normal chain of command itwould hav%
been the Deputy Chief of Station and then the Chief of Station.
In practice, it was more the Chief of Station himself.

Mr. Spragque. Who was the Chief of Station?

Mr. Phillips. Winston Scott.

Mr. Sprague. And who was the Deputy Chief who ought to
have been the head man ove¥ you?

Mr. Phillips. When I was there, there was a man named
[ 03 ]and I believe he was still there at the time of
Oswald's visit.

He was replaced by a man named Allen White, and it is
possible White was there, but I am almost sure it was E 03_
- '_] |

Mr. Sprague. All right, but during your periocd of time
on the Cuban operation, was it[03 ]and White who were
nominally your supervisors?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, yes, nominally.

Mr. Sprague. And who in fact was the supervisor?

Mr. Phillips. The Chief of Station. |

Mr. Sprague. Which was who again?

Mr. Phillips. Winston Scott.

Mr, Sprague. And was he the actual supervisor over you
during the entire period you were in the Cuban operation?

Mr. Phillips. Yes. He dealt pretty much directly with

00131
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Mr. Sprague. Now, when you were assigned to this
Cuban operation, was there anybody else who was assigned with
you at that same time?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Who?

Mr. Phillips. Mr. Robert Shaw, a Mr. Joseph Picolo, a

we. T 03 ]

at the same time you'were?

Mr. Phillips. No.

No, there were three of us - as a rule, and I believe that
it was Mr.[ c3 jwho replaced Mr. Picolo.

Mr. Sprague. Well, let's take this in order.

When you were first assigned to the Cuban operation,
did you succeed somebody who had been in charge of that?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, I did.

Mr. Sprague. Who did you succeed?

Mr. Phillips. A man named Tom Haslett, who went to

another post overseas.

Mr. Sprague. And when you commenced this assignment,

the Cuban operation, were there any aides or subordinates

already on that station?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, and as I recall, at the time

that I took over, it was Mr. Shaw and Mr. Picolo. Then to

001314
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the best of my recollection, M.r[03 ]replaced Mr. Picolo

when he went out of town. Mr. Shaw remained and was there

when I left.

Mr. Sprague. And how long was it, as best You can recall,
that Mr. Picolo remained in that assignment until he was
replaced by Mr. Shaw?

Mr. Phillips. I am sure that Mr. Shaw was there all the
time and was there when I left. And I believe Mr. Picolo
was there and left sometime when I was the Chief and was
replaced by Mr.LOB], but I cannot remember when, but they
were not there simultaneously.

Mr. Sprague. Was there anybody else on the assignment
in the Cuban station under you other than the people that
you have mentioned during the time that that was your
assignment?

Mr. Phillips. There was a secretary I believe we shared
with some other offices.

Mr. Sprague, What was her name?

Mr. Phillips. I don't recall.

Mr. Sprague. Do you have any recollection as to nick-
name, first name, last name?

Mr. Phillips. Not at the moment, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Now, would you first just explain to us
the way in which your operation worked?

Mr. Phillips. The Cuban embassy had in it diplomats,

001312
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intelligence officers, consclar officers. We had priorities;
the intelligence officers, Zor instance, were at the top
of the list, anc the sezior diplomats, and we tried to obtain

information in every way tfat we could. That was by using

the traditional techniczes cf espionage, which include, when ydu

can, having an agent iz place inmside, which included knowledge
of what was said on telephcces, which includes knowledge of
correspondence, ané having people who worked for you who have
reason to go in at thcse erzassies and make observations, that
sort of thing.

Mr. Sprague. &ow, whe= yot say intercept telephone
conversations, were there wiretaps on the Cuban consul and
embassy offices?

Mr. Phillips. There were, sir.

Mr. Spracue. Anc wic was 1t that maintained those taps?

Was it your cperaticn?

Mr. Phillips. It was —ct zy operation. It was an outside

operation.

Mr. Sprague. Ncw, whe- ycu say an outside operation, you
mean another assignrmen< arez cf the CIA?

Mr. Phillips. 2rccther thysical area outside of the U.S.
embassy.

Mr. Sprague. Arnc «oc wz=s In charge of that particular
area?

Mr. Phillics. I zslists +tze senior man in charge of

PO =P,

00131k

et ok v o e o Sm——— o ———




.Reproduced from the holdings of the National Archiveg HSCA (RG 2113
: 13)

N

10

-1

12

13

16

17

18

19

20

21

f2.

that was named E 03 -J In discussing this with your

staff last night, I remembered [03 -]but now I remember the

full name was [ 03 J

Mr. Spraque. And would you just explain to us the way in

which that operation worked?

Mr. Phillips. All right, sir. I never visited or
saw it, but as I understood, telephone converéations were
listened to. There was some selection there-because there '
were so many phones in the embassy, and the attempt to get
them on the important lines, the ones where most information
would be available. They were listened to and put on tape.
Soreone would have the responsibility of listening to that
and deciding whethér.it was worth putting into a transcript,;
that is, if there was a telephone'call about someone asking
their wife about shopping, that might be something that would
not be on there, but if there was anything that might be
interesting --

Mr. Sprague. You say wouldn't be on there. You mean
it would be a decision not to transcribe that portion of the

tape.

Mr. Phillips. That is correct, sir.

Mr. Sprague. All right, go ahead.

Mr. Phillips. Otherwise, a transcription was made which
was an effort to reproduce word for word what had been on that

tape. The transcription then came into the station. In the

001341«
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case of the Cuban embassy, in Spanish.

Mr. Sprague. And who was it that would make the decision

in that particular area whether to transcribe a conversation or

not?

Mr. Phillips. The person in that outside unit or the
persons there in the outside unit. I do not know because
I didn't visit it and didn't know people who were working
there.

Mr. Sprague. Approximately how many people were on that
assignment?

Mr. Phillips. I don't have any idea. I would guess a
dozen, but I really don't know. - -

Mr. Sprague. Do you know the names:of any of the people
who were involved in that assignment?

Mr. Phillips. I do not, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Did you not tell us last night the names
of some other people?

Mr. Phillips. I mentioned the name of Ms. Anne Goodpastux
an officer in the station, and the name of Mr[ o3 ]

Mr. Sprague. And were théy connected with that assign-
ment?

Mr, Phillips. That is true, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Well, why did you just now say‘you didn't
know anybody else?

Mr. Phillips. I'm sorry, sir, I thought you meant in the

00131%
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itself.

Mr. Sprague. Well, what is their connection with that
particular unit?

Mr. Phillips. Ms. Goodpasture, for instance, I remember
actually went out and brought back tapes, and remembering our
conversation last night, I remembered during the night last
night that she came sometimes with suitcases that were heavy
and feally had fapes in them. So I am not pdsitive where the
Russian translations were made, but she brought them in, and
I don’'t think they were probably in the station, but not out
in that outside unit in any event.

Mr. Sprague. Are you saying it was up to her to go
and pick up the tapes themselves?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And where would the tapes be transported to?

Mr. Phillips. To the CIA office.

Mr. Sprague. And that was located where?

Mr. Phillips. In the U.S. embassy.

Mr. Sprague. ©Now, at the time that this lady picked !
up the tapes, had they already been transcribed, do you know? :

Mr. Phillips. I believe the situation was she was pickin%
up only the ones in the Soviet language, and that she would |
be picking up transcripts of the ones in Spanish language. !

Mr. Sprague. Now, when you say she was picking up only

those in the Soviet language, do you mean she was picking up

001314
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those on another intercept on the Russian embassy?

Mr. Phillips. As I understand it, it was an intercept fr$m
the outside unit on the Russian embassy simultaneous with the
one on the Cuban embassy, but the outside unit had Mexican
nationals in it and not people who had, as far as I understood
it. They did the work out there in Spanish, but not, as I
recall the work, in the Russian language.

Mr. Sprague. After these tapes were transcribed, what
would happen with the transcriptions?

Mr. Phillips. They would go to the desk of Mr. Win
Scott, the Chief of Station.

Mr. Sprague. And what then would happen?

Mr. Phillips. He would decide how they should be routed,
to what officers, generally what action should be taken, and
then they would be distributed and filed.

Mr. Sprague. Can you give us just the normal process of
what would occur when something in fact was transcribed?

Mr. Phillips. Yes. If there was a transcript and it
had ohly and solely to do with Cuban matters, it would generally
come to me or to someone in my shop there for the action, if

some was to be taken, or for an information before it went to

the files. If it was something that involved more than one
thing such as a combination of Cuban and Soviet matters, it

would be routed through both persons involved, and sometimes

v e s e gt e

three persons, cepending upon what it was.
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And so they would go to the officers who were concerned
with these particular areas, and then they wouid also go to
another officer that -- I didn't mentiorn last night, the
CIA station :.generally has a person called éAReports Officer.
That is a person who is not assigned to Cuban things or anythi
but put together reports which are disseminated, and there was
such a thing in Mexico, and some of the time, even a
Reports Officer and assistant, because it was a large station,
relatively speaking. So they would get nearly everything as
well.

Mr. Sprague. When you say rearly everything, does that
mean they did not get everything? .

Mr. Phillips. Yes, because the Chief of Station at his
discretion, if there was sometkirg he felt was very, very
sensitive,and that Some pecple &ic nct reed to know, in that
case there were occasions when ze wculd cut out one transcript
or send it only to one persocn.

Mr. Sprague. You mean if It was perhaps extremely
sensitive, it would not go just tc the reports section?

Mr. Phillips. That is riczt.

Mr. Thone. Why did you rezscrt directly to Win Scott
and not the Deputy, which was zcrzal prccedure?

Mr. Phillips. Sir, it was ecause o *he personality

of Mr. Scott. He was a very strc-z =an, anié he did not

-

delegate, so I did have the cbligzzicrn acccréizng to the system,
i

QU13x !
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and the second man was my superior, but in fact, Mr. Scott
wduld call me and say, Phillips, do this and do that.

Mr. Sprague. When these memos or the transcriptions were
processed around, what would then occur with them, and what
action would be taken?

Mr. Phillips. In some cases it was for information only
and it went to the files. 1In other cases, there was action
often indicated by Mr. Scott by writing on a piece of paper,
please advise so and so, or to the reports officer, I believe
this should be disseminated, a formal dissemination would be
sent to the intelligence community, or any one of a numbe;
of instructions as a result of that. There might be a query
of what information do we have on this subject or this person,
and then they would go around and someone would usually have
a specific responsibility to do that action.

Mr. Sprague. What was the procedure with regard to
notification of other agencies of government?

Mr. Phillips. A report that is formally disseminated is
one which is written in a certain manner to give the reader
some idea of the validity of the source. It is then sent out
to other agencies, locally as would be appropriate. That is
that almost everything would go to the Ambassador's office,
something that had to cdo with narcotics or smuggling or
something like that, Iz—igration and Naturalization, the

military attache's office sormetimes would get them, the FBI
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would get them. They always in the case of an American
citizen. Those reports also would come to Washington and on
occasion would be sent to other countries if there was aZnother
country -- something about an-Equadorian who came to Mexico
City and was doing so and so, and sent to other agencies in
Washington.

Mr. Sprague. Who would makg the determination as to what
agencies were to be notified, or whether agencies were to be
notified?

Mr. Phillips. The Chief of Station.

Mr. Sprague. Which was who again?

Mr. Phillips. Mr. Scott. .He would generally depend.
on the recommendation of the reports officer preparing -- I
am speaking now, sir, of formal intelligence reports as opposed
to just sending sore messages back and forth, and he would

depend generally on the reports officer's suggestions. He

might change it.

%

Mr. Sprague. But it was up to Mr. Scott to make the final

decision whether other agencies of the Federal Government shoulé

be notified about information that had been obtained.

Mr. Phillips. Absolutely, sir.

Mr. Sprague. You mentioned notification to Washington.

Mr. Phillips. Uh-huh.

Mr., Sprague. By Washington you mean CIA headquarters in

Washington? §

00132:
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Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, I do.

Mr. Sprague. What would motivate, as far as you know, th;
decision to notify CIA headquarters in Washington?

Mr. Phillips. Because this was information of the kiné

that might be valuable, say, to policymakers or something

P

like that. In nearly every one of these things, for instance,;
the formal disseminations would be sent to the Department of
State here in Washington for their information.

Mr. Sprague. No, but I am talking about the decision to,f
notify CIA headquarters in Washington, would it be a routine
of each of these intercepts? ;

Mr, Phillips. No, not each of the intercepts. This is
only a formal intelligence report, not in the case of the
intercepts.

Mr. Sprague. What would occasion a decision to notify
CIA headquarters in Washington with regard to an intercept?

Mr. Phillips. In the first case, something of enouch
importance that it would be turned into a formal report and
would reach Washington not recognizeable as coming from &
transcript. Secondly, if it had information which was very
useful to Washington or to some other country, in which case
it would be sent not as a formal dissemination but simply
for your information, here is what we have learned. Ané

finally, if there were names that it looked like they shouléd

go in the record, or things that didn't seem terribly impcrtant

CU1344
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they might come up in an informal manner in the diplomatic
pouch in the form of papers themselves being sent up.

Mr. Sprague. Would you say of the total nurker of

intercepts, that it would be a very small number where notificl-

tion would be made to CIA headquarters in Washington?
Mr. Phillips. Relatively speaking, small, sir, quite
small.

Mr. Sprague. Would it be accurate to describe those

Small numbers as being something more involved than the normal

intercept, something of a little more irportance?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, that is true.

Mr. Sprague. Now, with regard to these tapes t:tat were
recordings of conversatians, what was the procedure with
regards to the tapes themselves?

You have said that there was the transcripticn,and I
have heard you say that they were then carried frzz cne Flace
to another. What would end up, what would happen with thesek
tapes?

Mr. Phillips. All right, sir, remerbering las:t night,
and the fact that these tapes were comirg in, it is =y

best - recollection now that Soviet tapes would cecze iz to be

translated actually in the station somewhere, ané that there w

as

@ translator in the station for the Soviet busiress. I recall

thinking last night, I remember the neme ¢f the tr-anslatcr,

and we used to be in a pcker club togetker, and I rezember
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he worked in the embassy office.

Mr. Spragque. And what was his neame?

Mr. Phillips. His name was George Misco.

Mr. Sprague. Misco?

Mr. Phillips. Uh-huh.

Mr. Sprague. Do you remember whether Misco was married or
not?

Mr. Phillips. I know that he was married. I understand
that he was not in Mexico that Oswald was there, but I believe

he was married, yes. I'm not positive.

Mr. Sprague. What gave you to understand that he was not

L4

in Mexico at the time that Oswald was there?

Mr. Phillips; Because I received a telephone call on
the appearance of the Post story from the CIA asking me what
I knew about the source of the informaticn and so forth, ané
the translator and the secretary, and I said the only trans-
lator I can remember was George Misco. In a subsequent
conversation, the fellow i talked to said by the way, we
understand George was not in Mexico at the time. That's why
1 remember.

Mr. Spracue. Who was it that called you?

Mr. Phillips. Mr. John Waller.

Mr. Sprague. Would you spell that last name?

Mr. Phillips.v W-a-l-l-e-r.

Mr. Spracue. And who is John Waller?

6013z2¢
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Mr. Phillips. He is an officer at the CIA, and I talked
to him the same day about telling him that I was pPlanning to ceém
down and testify and that consequently I considered myself relLa
from my security oath. He is now the Inspector General of CIAl

Mr, Sprague. John Waller is?

Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr. Sprague. And did Waller ask you questions with
regard to the information in the Post story?

Mr. Phillips. He wanted to know if I knew where the
information came from.

Mr. Sprague. Well, first answer my question. Did he
ask you for information concerning what was in the Post story?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, the first --

Mr. Sprague. What did he ask you?

Mr. Phillips. The first question was, is that story the

testimony which you gave to the Senate Subcommittee of
Senators Schwieker and Hart, and I said no, sir, and he said,i
do you know who the translator might be, and I said, the only
name I remember of a translator is George Misco,

Mr. Sprague. What else did he ask you or say to you?

Mr. Phillips. That was it, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Were you advised by anyone frcm the CIA

that the secrecy agreement was still binding on you? i

¢
1

Mr. Phillips. I was told that technically --

i
!
i
Mr. Sprague. Well, answer my guestion. Were ycu advised

D813z
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by anyone from the CIA that the secrecy agreement was still
binding you?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir.

Mr. Sprague. What were you advised?

Mr. Phillips. I was told that technically it was, but
they left it up to me. And I said, well, I know what I
considered, but I was not told that it was =~-

Mr. Sprague. Now, when you say they, who else from the
CIA was in touch with you other than Mr. Waller?

Mr. Phillips. Mr. Lyle Miller. He is an attorney.

Mr. Sprague. And what is Mr. Miller's role with the
CIA? |

Mr. Phillips. He is in the Office of'the Legal Counsel,
I believe, or Legislative Counsel, one of the two, but he is

a lawyer.

Mr. Sprague. What happened thereafter with regard to
contacts by the CIA?

Mr. Thone. Mr. Sprague, I am very interested.

What do they mean when they say technically?

Mr. Phillips. The explanation was that technically,
because staff had not formally received security clearances,.
that was the technicality.

Mr. Thone. I still don't understand.

Is there an implied threat when they say technically?

Mr. Phillips. ©h, no, sir.

00i3:s
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Mr. Thone. None whatsoever.

Mr. Phillips. I had informed ther of my inteztion to

come down, and the answer was well, techmically ycc are not to

released from your secrecy oath, but yot éc what vct want to.

I am not going to tell you what to do.

Mr. Thone. Why would they bring up tte word 'technically#

if they did not have some concern?

Mr. Phillips. I don't know, sir, but I didn't feel that

it was a threat or asking me not to spezk cr anytting.

Mr. Thone. Why would it be mentiozned a2t all, ir your
opinion? You are a veteran here. Were thev cautiorning you?
Mr. Phillips. I did not see it as caztion. I just
think, sir, that it was because I hac saié trhat I was going
to go down and testify freely, and so tzev were resrperéing

as buieaucrats do, but I really don't k-cw, sir.

Mr. Sprague. After these conversaziccs with zzese two

s
tr
)

CIA agents, what occasioned the next cozversaziorn wit
CIA agent?
Mr. Phillips. Are we speaking cf wveszariay, six?
Mr. Sprague. Yes .

Mr. Phillips. There were two ccrnversz:iion

n
-

rf.
$
h
H
w
0
ul
£
0
)
l

Mr. Sprague. Didn't you say that <=e Zirst :

quently called you back to tell you that =Z=zt gerszzz zhat you

nared was not there at the time?

Mr, Phillips. Yes. I made the first call tc Mz. WiAller.

b«
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A call came back from Mr. Waller, and there was the third and
subsequent call from Mr. Miller who had been advised by

Mr. Waller that I had called and said that I was coming down, go

Mr.Miller, the lawyer, made the third call to me.

these in order. When was the first contact by anyone from the
CIA with you with regard to the story in the Post and your

testifying before the Subcommittee?

story and your possible appearance?

Mr.

25

Sprague. You have got me mixed up. Now, let's take

Phillips. I called the Subcommittee.

Sprague. When?

Phillips. Shortly before lunch, and asked for Mr. --
Sprague. When? .

Phillips. On the day the story appeared.

Sprague. VYesterday. ‘
Phillips. Yesterday. ;
Sprague. and who did you ask for?

Phillips. Mr. Waller.

Sprague. And why were you calling him?

Phillips. Because he is an old personal friernd.

Sprague. And did you want to discuss with him the

Phillips. No, I wanted to go onto the record that

I, as I understood my duties, before a duly constituted
Committee, that I was to come down, and that my Secrecy

oath did not apply in this case. And so I advised that to Mr.

(RFERT!
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Waller. He later contacted Mr. Miller, and that Presumably
triggered Mr. Miller's call to me to talk about the secrecy

agreement.

Mr. Sprague. And who was it that said to you that this

technically applies?

Mr. Phillips. Mr. Miller.

Mr. Sprague. And what else was covered in that conversa-
tion, if anything?

Mr. Phillips. That was it, sir, it was very brief.

Mr. Sprague. Well, that is what my question is. Was
the whole content of that conversation Mr. Miller's telling
you that technically that agreement still was binding on you?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, and also to tell me something
like they weren't going to tell me what to do or anything like
that.

Mr. Thone. Excuse me, Mr. Sprague, but when they tell

you technically, again, you are a thirty-year veteran of

the CIA, aren't they cautioning you to be very careful in your

i
H
|
i
:’
i

choice of -- my language. Why would he bring up the language

well, no, it doesn't apply, but technically it does apply?

Mr. Phillips. Sir, I don't know, but it was in the
context-of letting me know that they were not saying to me

don't go down and testify, and so that is why I did not see it

as a threat.
i

Mr. Thone. I don’t want to be argumentative, sir,

001351
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but if they were going to be freely telling yoﬁ to come down I
and testify, why would they bring up that wor&, which frankly -
concerns me?

Mr. Phillips. Sir, I don't know.

Mr. Thone. To me it is a veiled caution that the secrecy
technically still does apply to the testimony you are giving
us this morning. Wouldn't that be a reasonable interpretation

Mr. Phillips. Sir, I didn't take it that way, and I
intend to testify fully, so I didn't read it that way.

Mr. Thcne. Well, that of course, is all-important.

Mr. Phillips. VYes, sir.

Mr. Thone. And in no way, form, or shape is that
admonition influencing anything you are telling us here today.

Mr. Phillips. Absolutely not, sir.

Mr. Sprague. How long after the call that you had with

the first person was it before the call came from Mr. Miller?
Mr. Phillips. The first time I called for Mr. Waller,
I asked for him and he was at lunch, and I asked for him to

ca;l me,

Mr. Sprague. How long after you spoke to Mr. Waller

was it before you then spoke to Mr.Miller?
Mr., Phillips. I recall it being about 30 minutes. |

Mr. Sprague. And when you spcke to Mr. Miller, did

he at that time advise you that Mr. Waller had said that

the person you thought was the translator cr interpretor was

001335
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not the person, or was that yet another call?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, that was Mr. Waller in the
conversation advising that.

Mr. Sprague. And that was in a third call.

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, that was the second call with

Mr. Waller.
Mr. Sprague. All right, now, when was the second call?
As I understand what you said, you called Mr. Waller. He was

not in. You left word and Mr. Waller then called you back.

3:00, 2:30, quarter of 3:00.

Mr. Sprague. And at that time you discussed this story
with Mr. Waller.

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And he asked you at that time who did you
think was the interpretor?

Mr. Phillips. THat is right, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And you gave him the name.

Mr., Phillips. That's right, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Now, was it in that same conversation that
he told you that they had checked and that person was not
cdown in Mexico then?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir. It was about 20 or 30 minutes

later.

i Mr, Sprague. All right, that was my =--

Mr. Phillips. After lunch, I would say about a quarter of
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Mr. Phillips. He called, he called back to me.
Mr. Sprague. Well, that is what I want fo find out.
After that conversation with Mr. Waller --

Mr. Phillips. Uh~-huh -~

Mr. Sprague. And prior to your conversation with Mr.

Miller, had Mr. Waller called you back again?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, he called twice.

Mr. Sprague. So after the first conversation with Mr.

Waller, then in approximately 20 minutes Mr. Waller calls

you again.

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And what did Mr. Waller tell you at that
time, and what was that conversation about?

Mr. Phillips. He called me to tell me -~ during that
conversation he mentioned a man's name that I had gathered
was not stationed in Mexico, and he told me that he had
passed on, I believe he said to Mr.Miller, the fact that
I had called and said that I intended to testify because Mt.
Waller was not necessarily the man that I would have called

if I had krown just the person to call, but I had known him.

That person whom he notified, Mr. Miller, who is either the

Legislative or Legal Counsel's office, called me, which was
the third call in the series, and this all occurred in about

an hour.

All right, let's take now the second call

C013v4
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to ‘Mr. Waller. Other than Mr. Waller stating to you that the

person you were naming he has checked on and that person was
not working in Mexico at that time --

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And other than stating that he has referred-

this matter or turned it over to Mr. Miller, was anything else

said by Mr. Waller in that conversation?
Mr. Phillips. I don't recall anything else, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Well, was he saying anything about not

- mentioning another party, since he has just checked on one

name that you mentioned and found that that person you said
wasn't working there? Was there anything along that line?
Mr. Phillips. He did say cne other thing, to continue

on that, which was we don't think he was working there. It

was another fellow but I won't say who that is because I don't

want to confuse you, or something like that. But I won't tell

you who that is, and he didn't.

Mr. Sprague. And was anything said about their
attempting to contact any of these other people?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Whe- he said to you in effect that your

information was incorrect, that he was not going to tell you

who the other person is, or another name, because it micght

confuse you or would confuse you --

Mr, Phillips. I am not sure, sir, he used the word

0013452
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"confuse". I do recall he said, butt I won': tell you the

other person's name.
Mr. Sprague. Well, dién't you justr szy tzat he said he
didn't want to confuse you?

Mr. Phillips. I am not sure that is a= accurate quote

for that word.

Mr. Sprague. Well, let me ask you this. Did his call

to you in the context of indicatirg that t:tay kad checked the
name and that person appears not to have wcckec there, make yon A
a little more questioning about yocur own recollection?

Mx., Pﬁillips. No, sir, becatse my orizina! thinking of
the man's name was simply a translator who - krew in
tcz wks =~ not in the

Mexico, not in the context of the transla

context of the Oswald translzator.

Mr. Sprague. But dié zis call have an7 effect in making’
you a little more questicning akcui your e-=ires recollection
of this matter?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I thirx no.

Mr. Sprague. All ricrc.

What else was then saii irn tzzat call c:Iz
you have just said?

Mr. Phillips, I den't recall anythirnc elss, sir.

Mr. Sprague. With regz-Z to =z=e
related it in its entiretv?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, it wzs briefZ.
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Well, I know what you have said. Is there

anything you omitted from that call?

Mr. Phillips.

Yes,there is another thing. He said

something about contacting your staff.

Mr. Sprague.

Mr. Phillips.

He said who was contacting the staff?

He said something about he would be calling

your staff or something like that.

Mr. Sprague.

Mr. Phillips.

Did he say for what purpose?

No, sir. He said he would be calling --

I don't think he mentiored a name, someone on your staff, and

I presumed he was going to say, I spoke to Mr. Phillips and

we know he is coming down. He said@ if I have anything else

to tell you, I will call you before 4:00 o'clock, and he did

not call.

Mr. Thone. You hesitated just a minute on that name of
the staff member here. Can you give that a little bit more

thought? Did he mention ‘a name?

Mr. Phillips.

Mr. Thone. Can you give that a little thought?

Mr. Phillips.

Mr, Feeney. Mr. Feene s name was the only one I knew. Sir,

I think he did, sir.

I had just shortly been contacted by

I will try to. I can't think of it. I am not positive that

he did mention a name, btut he said I will be contacting the

staff.

Mr, Sprague.

Other than news media, did anyone else

C013«¢
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attempt to contact you and in fact contact you once this
story broke in the Post, regarding the story and your appear-
ance before this Subcommittee other than these people from
the CIA?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, other than the news media.

Mr. Sprague. Now, going back, when theée intercepts
occurred, who was it that was responsible for making the
transcripts from the tapes?

Was it the same unit that was responsible for the
intercepts?

Mr. Phillips. Certainly in the case of the Spanish
ones, they were made in the unit where they were received,
and those transcripts then came into the station, and in the
case of conversations in the Russian language, as best as I
can recall it, they came into the station, and I was wondering
last night whether it was a little unit outside, but T don't
recall that there was. There may have been a translator out§i
and then they were once again taken out of the station to the
Soviet translator, but as I understood it, there were no
Soviet language experts in that unit outside, but in the
station, yes.

Mr. Sprague. Just so I understand this, when you
distinguish between Spanish and Russian --

Mr, Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague., You are not distinguishing in terms of the
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place that is intercepted, but the conversation that is on
that interception, is that correct?

Mr. Phillips. That is correct, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And this intercept operation, if I can
use that word, was that not only intercepting the conversationg
that were at the Cuban embassy and consul, was that operation
also intercepting conversations at the Russian embassy and
consul?

Mr. Phillips. THat is correct, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And so I understahd it, in either situation)
Spanish conversation would be translated and typed right
there where that intercept operation was, wherever that m&y haye

been.

Mr. Phillips. That is what I understood it, but I
never visited it.

Mr. Sprague. And the Russian conversation that was
picked up, whether at the Cuban or the Russian embassies, was

x

taken to somewhere in the embassy itself where it was then

translated and typed up, is that correct?

Mr. Phillips. That is correct. It may have been that

some of those Russian things then went out to a Russian |

translator who actually worked outside. I don't know that that

|

|

was the case. !
1

Mr. Sprague. All right, let's deal right at the moment

with the Russian part of that.
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Do you know who was the translator in the embassy to
translate those intexcepts that involved the ﬁussian language?

Mr. Phillips. I do not recall, sir.

Mr. Sprague. 1Is that the name that you were stating
yesterday, to whom Mr. -- the CIA agent -~

Mr. Phillips. The name of Mr. George Misco I .was
stating was the only name of a Russian translator I remembered

Mr. Sprague. Was that the name you were thinking, thoughp

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. When you were talking about the translator
for the Russian conversation?

Mr. Phillips. VYes, sir, yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And what is that person's name?

Mr. Phillips. George Misco. That is the phonetic. I
am not sure how it is pronounced.

Mr. Sprague. Do you know who was the typist for whoever
was the translator of the Russian conversations?

First, do you know?

Mr. Phillips. The translator?

Mr. Sprague. Do you know who was the typist for that

translator of those intercepts?

Mr, Phillips. I don't recall the names. I recall two

|

|
women, American women who were local employees. That is, they;
g

were not sent from Washington but were hired locally. I !
|
i
g
|
|
!

didn't know them personally, but perhaps their husband was in |
p
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business or something like that, and since foreign nationalsg

were not allowed into this office, they did come in ang work

on a contract basis, but not a regular U.S. Goverrment
employee, and I can't remember their names, but I recall two

of them.

Mr. Sprague. Do you have any recollection of first names |

nicknames, last names of-any of these typists of the interceptl?

Mr. Phillips. Not at kthis time. I could recognize
photographs, but I can't remember their names. I will try
to.

Mr. Sprague. All right, now, going back to the Spanish
intercepts, do you know who was the translator of the Spanish
intercepts?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Do you know who any of the typists were
there?

Mr. Phillips. ©No, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Now, let me ask you this. When a
conversation is intercepted, was there any procedure for

dealing more immediately with a conversation that the listener

that was listening at the same time thought was a littte
more important than just the normal intercept?

Just answer first yes or no.

Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr., Sprague. And what was that procedure?

- 001841
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Mr. Phillips. As I recall it, a telephone call to someone
in the CIA station from that place saying hey, we have somethiTg
terribly interesting here.

Mr. Sprague. Now, would that be made by the monitor
himself, or would he report that to somebody else who would
then make the decision as to do something for more'immediacy;

Mr. Phillips. §Sir, I don't know.

Mr. Sprague. When the telephone call that you have
alluded to was made, as far as you know, to whom would that
be made?

Mr. Phillips. Customarily it would be made to Ms.

Anne Goodpasture. .

Mr. Sprague. And she again is whom?

Mr. Phillips. She was the woman inside the station who
had the primary responsibility for this outside unit. Mr.
E03 ]didnl't conme every morning to the CIA station but stayed
outside.

Mr. Sprague. Now, you have talked about your Cuban
assignment.

Was there similarly a Russian assignmeht?

Mr. Phillips. There was.

Mr. Sprague. And in 1963, while you were, let us say,
on this Cuban assignment from mid-1963, who was the individual
that was in charge of the counterpart to you with the Russian.I

ernbassy assignment?

<
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Mr. Phillips. Mr.[: 03 .:]

Mr. Sprague. And do you know who were the people at that

First, do you?
Mr. Phillips. I know immediately one, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And what is that person's name? -

Mr. Phillips. E. 03 J
Mr. Sprague.[ 03 ] is [ o3 ]
Mr. Phillips. That is true, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And was she also an employee working on

that assignment with Mr. [ o3 ]

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir. She was a former staff employee

of the CIA who had specialized in Soviet matters, and I

believe was hired in Mexico I believe on a part time basis, bult
as the other locals were. In other words, she did not enjoy

her staff -- she had resigned from CIA but was then hired

again to work inside and to assist [ 03 ]in Soviet_._

matters, because she knew the Soviet language, and had the

background and so forth.

wy

Mr. Sprague. Now, do you know anyone else who was workiry

in the Soviet assignment other than[ 03 -], and

I take it Mr. - was the supervisor in charge of that.

Mr. Phillips. He was, sir.

There was -- I recall a man named Mr. Benjamin Pepper

who worked for Mr.[ Og'—kand had responsibility for not

L%
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. |
~necessarily for -- not necessarily where Mr.[03 ]was concernd¢

with Soviet matters. Mr. Pepper was concerned with Czechoslo-
vakian matters, Polish matters and so forth, and then would
assist Mr[ 0$Jin the Soviet thing and that part of the
shop.

Mr. Sprague. The United Press has a specific quotaﬁion
of a statement which they Say you made to a United Press
International reporter named Daniel F. Gillmore, quoting in
part as follows: "I have the recollection hazy after fourteen
years that Oswald intimated that he had information that
might be useful to the Soviets and Cuba, and that he hoped
to be provided with free transportation to Russia via Cuba."

Did you make that statement to Mr. Daniel F. Gillmore
of United Press-International?

Mr. Phillips. I did, sir.

Mr. Sprague. 1Is that statement accurate?

Mr. Phillips. I think it is, sir, yes, it is. .

Mr. Spraque. There is, in the Washington Post bf
yesterday's date, a story by Ronald Kessler in &hich he
quotes you in part stating that you recall from a transcript
Oswald telling the Soviet embassy, "I have information you
would be interested in, and I know you can pay my way" into
Russia, but that is not part of the qguote.

Is that what you said in part to Mr. Kessler?

Mr. Phillips. I feel that I cannot answer that yes or

i13a2
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no without explaining that I met with Mr. Kessler on two
occasions, once for a long lunch, once in a coffee shop, and
he called me two or three times on the phone.

In these discussions with Mr. Kessler, I did -- he
raised the subject of whether or not Oswald was offering
information, was being paid, wanted to be paid to go to the
Soviet Union, and wanted to know whether or not I could confirm
that. I did confirm in the sense --

Mr. Sprague. My question is, I have read a specific
quotation, Mr. Phillips. You are under oath at this time.

Mr. Phillips. I understand.

Mr. Sprague. And I will reread the quotation, because °
I do want to know, did you make this statement in part.
I understand thgt there were other parts to the conversation,
but did you make this statement to Mr. Kessler -- I'm not.-
talking about you, I am talking about what Oswald allegedly
said: "I have information you would be interested in, and
I know you can pay my way."

Mr. Phillips. I think I may have said that or something

near to it, but what I intended to convey was that Mr. Kessler

was saying, well, is that the idea, and I said yes, that was
the idea that we gathered.

Mr. Sprague. Okay.

Mr. Phillips. That was what I was trying to --

Mr. Sprague. I'm sorry. I did not mean to cut you off.

001342
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Is there something else you wanted to say on that?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir.

Mr. Sprague. All right, now, dealing specifically with
these calls, were there intercepts made of telerhone calls by
Lee Harvey Oswald while in Mexico ta the Russian embassy?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And do you know where the tapes of those
conversations are?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I do nat.

Mr. Sprague. Now, let me back up if I may, a second.

When we were talking earlier about the taping and the;e
intercepts, and then transcripticrs beirg m=Ze, what was the
procedure with regard to the tapes themselves?

Mr. Phillips. The procedurs was tkzt a transcript was
to be made from them, and ther the tzpes waow.d be erased.

Mr. Sprague. Now, let =e asx ycu kece, was that always
the case. For example, let me throw cut one. iet's suppose.
a conversation was picked ur indicating that someone perhaps
might be engaged in spying activiiy --

Mr. Phillips. Uh-huh.

Mr. Sprague. Would there nct b= azrcme whe would then
want to keep that tape as pcssikls evidernce?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague Who would zzat o =2 Z:r <=z <decision-

making with regard to not destrzozing the taze?

001d4av
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Mr. Phillips. If a tape -— thke first decision w:t:iibe
made by Mr. Scott when he saw tke transcript. I don't
recall a particular case, but ke would write "Hold this tape”
meaning don't destroy this tage, sozething like.

Mr. Sprague. Do I take it froc that that the orders were
to destroy or to reuse the tapes, if I can use that instead

of the word "destroy tapes®, tc use them over and over I take

it is what you mean.
Is that right?
Mr. Phillips. As I understcod, sir, unless the people
in the unit were so advised, tley urferstood that ﬁhey were to
erase them and use then again.
Mr. Sprague. In cther worcs, t*e basic order was that
the tapes are not maintzired afier tZey are transcribed unless

there was a specific directive crder o the contrarv.
Y

Mr. Phillips. That Is rickt, sir, ané that might be

might say to someone , please heve t*em kold that tape

for a while, and I might sgeak &ireczly to Ms. Goodpasture.

Mr. Sprague. Now, hcw lozg a time would normally occur

before tapes were, let's say, ésstrcred, *+o allow for the

decisionmaking process thzt scretcér nichit cecide that they

want to keep the tare?

Mr. Phillips. Tc my gsersczzl x-cw_edge, I don't know,

sir. I heard other pecczls's acccunzz ¢ i+, but to my

by someone other than ¥r. Scot:. If -t were a Cuban matter, I.

1
t
1
i
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i personal krowledge, I don't know how long.

Mr. SPragneJ' Well, let me press that a iittle further.

Obvicusly if there is an area that is going to involve
somebody kaving the opportunity to make a decision not to
destroy tapes, thtere has to be some timespan after a
transcript is mzde, the minimal, whatever that length of
time is, before any tape is destroyed. Otherwise you might
have a tege éestroyed and somebody, Mr. Scott or you, seeing
the transcrirt raybe a couple of days thereafter and wanting
the tape, arc it would be destroyed.

That dic nct exist, did it?

Mr. 2hi’lips. I understood it to exist in the form of,

if I wantsdé z tace, that I had better ask for it before a

13
11 g week, say, kazd cessed. A week is the time period that I !
s ? recall. IZ yaou were to call up 13 days later that -- call !
15 f Ms. Goodrzsttre zxc say hey, give me that tzpe, she would g
17 say, or, it Is ccre, and that if you wanted to keep it, you “ g
18 ; should dc it socrer, and roughly a week is the tinme. ?
]9§ Mr. Sprzgue. Wwell, let me ask you this. I mean, you :
20% are dealizg %itZ a spy, intelligence agency. Was there sore 5
2'; set direczive axler of some type stating that tapes are not §
59 % to be destrcrad wntil a certain length of time, so that was
21 g defirite zclicy, arnd that was not?
24 E Mr. zzillizs. ©Nct to my knowledge, sir.

f

Mr, Izrzzie. And who was it that would destroy the tape?

3
(V)
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Mr. Phillips. The tape, as I -- this would be in thisg
outside tnite -- as I understood, would not be destroyed,
but they would simply be piled up, the ones that had conversa-
tiors on it, and then as the cycle of conversations are to
be taxen care of, when they needed new tapes, they would
simply reach over and get one of the old ones and start
again, which automatically erased the recording of before,
wbat was on there before, but I don't have personal knowledge
of i<,

Mr. Sprague. All right now, your decisionmaking, in
terms of a decision to keep a take, what would be the

guicelires that would exist for you in making that decision?

0G134¢
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Mr. Phillips. The only thing that would be absolutely
definate as a guideline would be if the Chief of Station

wrote a note to me, "Keep this tape." It would certainly --
Mr. Sprague. Well, I understood when Mr. Scott or anybody
above you said that, but I am asking you what were your own

criteria for a decision on your part to keep the tave.

For example, if there were an interceot there and someone
was heard making a threat against a Congressman, would there
be a decision to keep that as possible evidence for a subsequent
prosecution?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, I think that is a good example.
Another one is if there is a conversation between someone ﬁhgt
you recognized as really being a Soviet agent and pretending

to be someone else or a man who you thought was a Cuban

intelligence agent, sor . aing of a high priority where you

thought you might have to have it.

Mr. Sprague. Well, if you intercepted something that ‘
would of itself indicate an illegal act for which there couldﬁ
be prosecution under American laws, would there be a decision
to maintain that tape for possible evidence in a subsequent

prosecution?

Mr. Phillips. Sir, I think not, because what would

happen in such a circumstance I think was that an American,

information on an American would be passed to the Chief of the |

| H
‘ i

FBI. The Chief of tne F3I knew full well that they were

'
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telephone transcriptions, that the information was coming to
him from teltaps, so he could then say to Win‘Scott, I want
|you to save that. A CIA station, I think, would depend on
whether he wanted to do it, if it's the case of an American
in criminal prosecution.

Mr. Sprague. Well, maybe I'm jumping ahead here, but for
example, if there is an intercept indicating that Lee Harvey
lOswald is getting to Cuba -- attempting to get to Cuba, and-
you have his voice on that conversation, at that time it was
against the law for Americans to go to Cuba, was it not? Am
I correct on that?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, that's right. That's right, sir.-

Mr. Sprague. Would not then the CIA, someone there at

least put a hold on that tape for possible use as evidence?
i Mr. Phillips. In taat c:se that would not be the kind of
thing that would merit calling someone and say, "Hold that

tape," as long as you had the information. -

Mr. Sprague. What would be the difference between that

and intercepting a threat concerning your Congressman?

Mr. Phillips. Well, the dimension of the difference.

With every CIA station, contemplating using one of these tapes
produced by Mexican nationals was one that I don't think Mr.

Scott thought of a great deal, in other words, admitting it as

| evidence. So there was not a tendency to think of it in those

v terms, and I think the idea was you would depend on the FBI

| 0Li3ul
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to say that, because in 1962, at least, the thought of passing
a'tape to be used in a Court proceeding was --'would have
dismayed a lot of intelligence péople.

Mr. Sprague. Well, let me ask you tnhis then, this time
span before a tape would be reused or destroyed, did it also
allow not only for decision making within the CIA about

maintaining that tape, but did it allow for notification to

the FBI for their evaluation and a response back not to destroy

the tape?

Mr. Phillips. My dealings with the FBI were so infrequent

that I cannot answer your question exactly. It was my pre-
sumption that it certainly was.

Mr. Sprague. Well, this gets back tc, wasn't there any-
thing of any formality within the CIA about not destruction
within a time to allow I~r these various t2ings to occur?

Mr. Phillips. Certainly there was nsosne I have ever
seen in the sense of a guidance from headguarters to stationsf
if you have tapeé, keep them so long. It was a local mattef.'

There was in the station a set of rules called Station

Regulations. You cannot carry a gun. Ycu cannot drink whiskeq

in your office, things like that. That wculd include some sor

of operational directive, and that it thZe vlace there would

have been a thing that says, we do not des:roy tapes for, say, :

ten days. I never saw such a regulation zor heard of it in

Mexico City Station.

t
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Mr. Sprague. While you were on this Cuban assignment,
did you ever have occasion to give an order not to destroy a
tape?

Mr. Phillips. I don't recall the instance in doing it,
but I must have done it a couple of times during the two years.
Mr. Sprague. Do you have any recollection as to what

engendered that directive on your part?
Mr. Phillips. Yes. 1It's very hazy, but I Believe I

remember something like saying to Miss Goodpasture, will you

please hold that 'til we find out if this guy might be so-and-s
and then we found out that the fellow making the telephone

call was not so-and-so, and then I said, okay, let it go,
thinking he was an intelligence agent from another country.

Mr. Sprague. And do you remember, as best you can tell,
what was the substance of that conversation that at least
engendered your wanting to keep thz: tape?

Mr. Phillips. I only have the vague memory that it was
something to do with kind of a significant espionage thing.

It was an important man that was contacting the Cubans that
we had heard some place might be a Soviet agent, and we wanted |
to know what that nexus was, but I Zdon't recall, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Do you know once vou give an order to hold
a tape how long it is maintained in that hold status?

Mr. Phillips. My understancdinz was tnat it would not

be reused until whoever you told, szy Miss Goodpasture would

fj THE RPN
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come back and say, "Do you still want that tape?"
Mr. Sprague. In other words, it would be held until there
was then a specific order not to maintain it any longer?
Mr. Phillips. That is right, sir.
Mr. Sprague. During your assignment there, other than
this one hazy hold order by you, do you recall any other hold
orders by you?
Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I do not.
Mr. Sprague. Are you aware of hold orders by Mr. Scott?
Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir. I don't recall what they were,
but I remember seeing written on a thing; "Hold this,"” on a
transcript. "Hold the tape." I cannot recall the cases. .
Mr. Phillips. Do you have any idea as to the frequency
of hold orders on tapes by Mr. Scott?
Mr. Phillips. Infrequent. Not very often. Once every
three weeks or something. I'm just hazarding a guess.

L3

Mr. Sprague. And do you recall any hold orders by Mr.

=1

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I do not.

Mr. Phillips. Now, getting to this transcript of Oswald,£
at the time we are talking about were there also bugging
devices in each of these embassies, Cuban and Soviet?

Mr. Phillips. To the best of my knowledge there was not

one in the Soviet Embassy. I was never aware of one being

there during the time I was there. Over a period of years

0013uy
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there were several bugging devices in the Cuban Embassy. 1
am trying to recall whether one was operating ;t the time of
Oswald's visit. And I am not absolutely positive, but what
I am sure about is that we did not receive any information

about Oswald because of an electronic bug.

Mr. Sprague. My next question is, to the best of your

recollection, all conversations by Lee Harvey Oswald, were
they as a result of these telephonic intercepts that you had
any contact with?

Mr. Phillips. And how many, to the best of your recollecticf»

of these intercepts, did you have contact with?

Mr. Phillips. I am positive about one, and I am wondering

about the possibility of one more or perhaps two little --
little things that might have come up later, but I cannot

| recall with clarity other than the one.

What I do seem to recall, if there was some little

snippets later, they were not of importance. That is the
one principal one that I recall and that is the only one that

I can say for certain that I remember.

Mr. Sprague. All right, now, Mr. Phillips, I want you
to relate to this Subcommittee your best recollection, and I
understand that it is your recollection, of that first
intercepted conversation that vou saw in its entirety as you
recall what it was saying.

Mr. Phillips. All right, sir. Now, Counsellor, am I

Uigdue
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pertain to my personal knowledge and not -- would You repeat
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that?

Mr. Sprague. I do not want you to give an answer based
upon what anyone else says. I do not want you to give an
answer trying to square your answer with what you believe is

on somebody else's transcript or anything else. I want this to
be your own answer as best you can recall, of what was the
purport of that first intercept.

Mr. Phillips. Okay. All right.

Obviously after so long I can't remember it word for word,
but I remember that the thrust of the conversation was Oswald
saying to the Soviet he talked to in the Soviet Embassy, "What

have you heard about my visa, what news do you have?" "What

have you heard about my visa, what news do you have," something:
like that. I also recall that Oswald was kind of saying,

"What's wrong, why don't you do this?" And I recall something

iin that conversation that I can only call an intimation that

he said, "Well, you really should talk to me," or something

like that. Now, it seems that I recall that, and that is

all that I recall with absolute clarity.

In reviewing that

statement, while I cannot recall exactly

I feel sure that while the intimation of Oswald saying he

wanted a visa, he said to go to the Soviet Union or Cuba or

go to the Soviet Union via Cuba was the intimation that he

| 80130t
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~5§intimated that he had information that might be useful to

9 ’ 52
hoped to obtain his expenses, something, but no statement, I

definately do not remember that he said, "If my ticket is

Mr. Sprague. Well, this statement that you made to Mr.
j§ Gillmore, "I have the recollection hazy after fourteen years

that Oswald intimated that he had information that might be

useful to the Soviets and Cuba and that he hoped to be provided

with free transportation to Russia via Cuba."

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Does that accurately state what it is that

i you recall of that transcript?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir. That states more accurately my

recollection of the transcript and then after the fact of the

DR AT AT E S o e AT D T TR R EA AR

1 assassination and the increased interest in talking with

| people about this, including people for whom I was responsible

%in the Cuban field, the total perception I had was that that

éwas the reason he was there. First of all, the thing --

H
H

i Mr. Sprague. Mr. Phillips, are you telling tnis ,f
1 i
Committee that when you made the statement yesterday, "I have |

|

i
i i i
1 the recollection hazy after fourteen years that Oswald ;

i
!
" the Soviets and Cuba and that he hoped to be provided with ;
! free transportation to Russia via Cuba,"” that that statement

by you encompassed more than your recollection of the ;

transcript and included what you say 1s subsegquently acquired

BRI
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information after the assassination?
Mr. Phillips. I think that it has been colored by the
things I heard after the assassination.

Mr. Sprague. Well, what part here was colored? When you

! this, Counsellor: "You should really talk to me," or something

j recall what words were said.

H
il
| C o ; - hi
1 such as to indicate that Oswald, whether he was tooting nis

responded to Mr. Gillmore were you trying to tell him what your
recollection of that transcript was?
Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I was not trying to explain to
him that the transcript said that.

Mr. Sprageu. Was there a part of that transcript that
indicated that Oswald would be of value to the Soviets?

Mr. Phillips. I have the recollection somewhere, possibly

in that transcript, was a statement that went something like
like that. Yes, there was something like that and I can't

Mr. Sprague. Were the words there such as for you to
state that they were words which Oswald was stating to the
Soviet Embassy, whoever he was talking to there, that it wéuld
be to the benefit of the Soviets to be talking to him?

Mr. Phillips. 1In the sense that Oswald, in his conversa-

]

tion, was sort of making a pitch, trying to get what he wanted.f
I

Mr. Sorague. I am not talking about what his motivation

may have been. I am just trying to find out were the words

lown horn or otherwise is not important, but was he indicating

Ciidoz

i
{
!
1
;
1
H




+= ~s ~us walional Archives HSCA (RG 213)

54

-—

hwlo0 to them that it would be to their benefit or advantage to

2 {{ be talking to him?

3 Mr. Phillips. I only recalled it in the sense that "You

4 | fellows should talk to me," or something like that.

5 Mr. Sprague. And was he indicating in that conversation

that he was looking or urging them to aid him in getting out

7 || of the country?

3 Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.
9 Mr. Sprague. All right.
10 Mr. Phillips. But not with money, not saying, "Will you

11 | pay for my ticket."

12 Mr. Sprague. Well, what, as best you can recall, was it

that he was saying for them to aid him in getting out of the

country?

Mr. Phillips. I only recall that he was reaching them

to give him the visa so that he could indeed leave the

|
17 | country.

Mr. Sprague. With regard to his indication that they -
i

.8‘

;95 ought to be in touch with him or talking to him, was anything;
20 | said about where or anything like that? i
2]§ Mr. Phillips. ©No, sir. j

: Mr. Sprague. What else was said in this conversation,

231 | as best you can recall? How did he start the conversation

24 | as best you recall?

Mr. Phillips. "I am calling about my visa. Have you

i
i fG1ldat

n
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heard word about my visa. I want to go to the Soviet —- =

Mr. Sprague. Well, did he not identify himself?

Mr. Phillips. Well, yes, he did.

Mr. Sprague. What did he say?

Mr. Phillips. He did identify himself.

Mr. Sprague. As best you can recall, what was ‘said?

Mr. Phillips. He introduced himself by saying something -

like, "My name is Lee Harvey Oswald." That's not the way I
first saw it, but that was subsequent. He introduced himself

and in the transcription, as I recall, it read "Lee Henry

Oswald."

Mr. Sprague. 1Is that your recollection, that in that

first transcript he said, as you saw it, he used the middle

name -- now, Mr. Phillips, are you trying to conform your

recollection to what you believe is some other.evidence?
Mr. Phillips. Sir, I am trying to be as honest as I
can.
Mr. Sprague. Well, I am asking you again.
Mr. Phillips. I remember distinctly that the cable that

went out said "Lee Henry Oswald."”

Mr. Sprague. I'm not asking about that. I am asking

| whether or not you have a recollection as to how he identified !

| himself in that transcript of that interceonted conversation?

Mr. Phillips. I do not remember that he gave his name.

Mr. Sprague. Do you know whether or not he in any way

Pnpe
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identified himself as an American cizize~ ia that conversation?
Mr. Phillips. I do not recall :t, sir. |

Mr. Sprague. All right.

Now, tell the Subcommittee -- k7 t>e way, when was this

as best you can recall?

Mr. Phillips. 1In very early Oc-ober.

Mr. Sprague. Was it October or Seczember of '63?

Mr. Phillips. Sir, I believe i: wzs Qctober.

Mr. Sprague. If I were to statsz tc you that records
indicate that intercept was picked uz i- September of '63,
would you quarrel with that?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir. My rec:slleztion was that thi§
was toward the end of the week and Z=cause it was Saturday and
Sunday, it wouldn't have been workeZ on zatil Monday, but no,

Mr. Sprague. Well, when vou sz t=.3 was the end of

the week, are you stating that it's 7our recollection that

- -

this intercept was made on a Thursdar or a Friday of a

particular week?

Mr. Phillips. It was my reccllzcti:zn that it was made
on one day and that on a -- I den't remenber how many days
it was, and I don't remember ths s2xz:t Z:z:= that I saw it ;

the first time. |
Mr. Sprague. All right.

Now, tell us the circumstancas I —oir seeing the intercegt

001361
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transcript. How did it-come to your attention?

Mr. Phillips. This was a matter which was largely of
interest to Mr[OS ]because it pertained to a Soviet inter-
cept, but it was also of interest to people working on Cuban
matters because of the fact that Oswald wanted to go to the
Soviet Union via Cuba. As I recall it, that was treated in the
normal way, then, of the information, the transcript being
routed to M.r.['Oz ']and then later to me, or perhaps a copy
being Irouted to me, but in one way or another, that transcript
was brought to my attention because of the Cuban mention in it

Mr. Sprague. Upon your seeing tpis transcript, what did
you do about it?

Mr. Phillips. When I first received it, I dién't do
anything about it at all because it was Mr. -- it was the
responsibility cf Mr.[03]or someone else under his urging to
take care of the matter.

Mr. Sprague. Do you recall whether or not there weas
any notation by Mr. Scott on the transcript?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I do not. I suspect there
would have been, but I don't recall that there was.

Mr. Sprague. Do you recall whether there was any
indication about holding the tape here?

Mr, Phillips. ©No, sir, I do not.

Mr. Sprague. Did you make any determination to hold the

tape?
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Mr. Phillips. I did not, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Did you know when you saw éhat transcript
that this person who was identified as Oswald was possibly
an American citizen?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, I think so, because there was something
about a transcriber's note of he's speaking in very bad
Russian, or something like that, or sounds like an American
accent in Russian, or yes, I definitely had the understanding
he was an American citizen.

Mr. Sprague. Where did you get that from?

Mr. Phillips. I don't recall. I don't recall whether
there was something in the body of it or whether it said a
man outside who sounds like an American is speaking. I don't
recall because it was -- I don't recall.

Mr. Sprague. Would there be notations attached to these !

transcripts by the monitoring group?
Mr. Phillips. No, sir, not attached to it, but in the

body of the manuscript itself, of the transcript itself, there

was sometimes indications.

Mr. Sprague. You mean little scribbles?

Mr. Phillips. 1In parentheses. For example, in a case

where they were listening to a voice but didn't know who

1

it was on the voice, there would be a couple of letters like

MI, man inside, an unidentified voice, to let you know. 1In

the cases where they did know, they would put down the nare.
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Mr. Thone. Mr. Phillips, you said you had a discussiop
with someone who said that Mr. Oswald talked in bad Russian or!
so.

wWith whom was that conversation?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir. I recall that in this transcript

in just the situation we are talking about now, there was a

statement by the transcriber, speaking in very bad Russian. S

I saw it on the piece of paper itself.

Mr. Sprague. So just so we are clear here, then, the
transcript that you saw had notations on that transcript by
someone in the CIA commenting, it was just, as was suggested
here, that it was bad Russian. There was somewhere an

indication that they spoke in English in some part, is that

correct?

Mr. Phillips. Certainly I remember the part about

speaking in bad Russian.

Hr. Sprague. You do have distinct recollection that on.

this transcript there were notations, however, by some people

from the CIA.

Mr. Phillips. My recollection is certainly not distinct,

7

but I think what I recollect is typed along with all the rest

of the typed message, in parentheses, was the notation that

he was spesking in pocr Russian.

Mr.-Sprague. There were comments added to the transcript,

that is what I am trying to find out.

|
:
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Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir. in the body of the transcript.

- Mr. Sprague. All right.

Now, by the way, in that transcript that you saw, was thet

any indication by Oswald that the things that the Soviet ought
to perhaps talk to him about Qas information that he had
from Washington, D. C.?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I don't recall that. I don't
recall that -- any citing of an example, you should talk to
me about such and such. I don't recall that.

Mr. Sprague. Just that i; would be to their advantage
to talk to him, or they ought to talk to him.

Mr. Phillips. Something like that but not because I
have information about a certain subject.

Mr. Sprague. Not anything as tb his source of
information.

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, no, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Now, my question is then to you, dealing =
with the transcript, it is your testimony that from that
transcript or the notations added to it, you ascertained
that this person Oswald was possibly an American.

Mr. Phillips. That is my best recollection. I am sure

that what happened, I don't recall the circumstances, in a

case like this, er.[OZ]would have walked into my office or |

I would have walked into his, and he would say, what do you
think about this, and we together might have said, this
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is an American or come to the conclusion he was an American
for some reason or another, or it might have been Mr. Scott
calling the two of us and saying, what do you all think? I

am sure in this situation, there must have been a conversation.
These occurred frequently. I don't recall it.

Mr. Sprague. Well, when you say these occurred frequently
were you picking up much in the way of taps from possible
Americans giving some indication that perhaps the Soviets
ought to be in contact with them to try to get to Cuba and

then to Russia?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, not to that degree. There were
a number of cases that were more --

Mr. Sprague. Well, I am talking about that degree which
is what you have indicated was on that intercept. 1Is that

correct?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, but it was not rare or unique by
any means. .

Mr. Sprague. Well, is it enough of a situation to make
you feel that something ought to be done about this particular
intercept?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, definitely, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And what was to be done about that particu-

lar intercept?

Mr. Phillips. To find out if we knew anything about this

man. I don't know what steps Mr[ OB]then took. I did

03i3dbe
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not take the action, nor did anyone working for me, Mr[03 ]
Mr. Sprague. Did you remain intereséed.in this, howe;er?
Mr. Phillips. I remained interested I recall.
Mr. Sprague. Why -- well excuse me. Go ahead.

Mr. Phillips. I recall on at least one or two occasions

~ saying to M.r.[OS]where is the cable.

Mr. Sprague. And when you say where is the cable,'what
do you mean?

Mr. Phillips. The cable that in such an instance I would‘
expect to go to headquarters telling them about this.

Mr. Sprague. This was at least important enough of an

intercept that you felt it was in the area of a cablegram-

~going to CIA headquarters in Washington, D. C., is that

correct?
Mr. Phillips. Yes.
Mr. Sprague. I take it that being because on the surface
here you have an American contacting foreign Soviet embassy?
Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir. .
Mr, Spragué. Indicating he was trying to get out of the
country, with the other things that you have said, and at
that time it was against the law for Americans to go to
Cuba, is that correct?
Mr. Phillips. That is correct, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Why did you not make your decision at that

time to hold the tape with that narration of events that I

D136y
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have just gone through?

Mr. Phillips. It didn't occur to me thaf we would need -
a tape, having the information that we had.

Mr. Sprague. Do ;ou k .w whether or not this tape of
this conversation has been destroyed?

Mr. Phillips. I do not, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Do you have any understanding that it has
been destroyed?

Mr. Phillips. My understanding is that it went with the
other tapes back to the outside unit and was reused.

Mr. Sprague. Now, do you know, since this was at least
in a situation of some importance, that it necessitated a
cablegram to CIA headquarters in Washington, D. C., --

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Whether somebody at least gave an order to-:

t

hold the tape pending subsequent determination? Do you know !

whether that occurred?

Mr. Phillips. I know of no order from anyone saying

hold it at any time. !
i

Mr. Sprague. All right, now, who had the responsibility ;

for sending this cablegram to CIA headquarters in Washington,

D.C.?

|

t

E
Mr. Phillips. Because it was identifiable, an identifiable
l

Soviet operation which procduced the information, so it was

his responsibility.

fiidse
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Mr. Sprague. Now, do you know whether or not Mr.E 03 ]
sent suoh a cablegram?

Mr. Phillips. He did send one.

Mr. Sprague. Was this enough on your mind, of enough
importance, that you made some inquiries whether a cablegram
had been sent? ’

Mr. Phillips. 1I diqd, sr.

Mr. Sprague. Would you tell the Subcommittee what was
occurring there and what you were doing since you thought of
it as of enough import to check that a cablegram was being
sent?

Mr. Phillips. Mr.[ 03]was a busy man, sometimes
procrastinating.[:.()E§ :]was working for him, and on one
or two occasions I spoke to Nmu[ZCDESC]kiddingly saying, hey,
where is the cable about this fellow, or something like that,
or maybe to[_ 03" ] I am not sure.

In any event, what happened was a few days passed and .
[ 03 ]prepared a message -- she was working for [03
' :land as I recall it, she typed it herself, ht I am
not positive én that point, but in any event, she prepared
the cable and took it in to Mr[03 ]’at'which time he
signed off on it.

During that process, it did come to me, also to sign

off on, because it spoke about Cuban mattérs, and then went

to the Chief of Station and was released.

BT
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Mr. Sprague. Now, as best ask you can recall since you
saw this cablegram, would you tell the members of the Subcom-
mittee what was the content of that cablegram?

Mr. Phillips. We need your information, want your --
maybe they used the word traces, but your information asking
Washington about a man named Lee Henry Oswald. It-then
gave a physical description --

Mr. Sprague. Are you sure that in the cablegram you
sent, referring to, you had the ﬁiddle name Henry?

Mr. Phillips. That is certainly my best recollection.

Mr. Sprague. Okay, go ahead.

Mr. Phillips. Lee Henry Oswald, he's heavy set, gavé
a physical description which did not fit Oswald, and said
this man is in touch with the Soviets. He wants a visa. He
wants to go to the Soviet Union via Cuba and so forth, in
essence what had been learned from the first transcript, but
gave a physical description.

The physical description was of a photograph taken at'
the Soviet embassy on or about the same time[ 03 ]-- I

suppose I have to speculate, but I believe [ o3 ]had

two pieces of information which she put together, which turned

out to be put together inaccurately. The first, the transcripit

of .a man calling and asking for a visa, the second, of a

So

man who appeared- to be an American at about the same time. W

she put this one and one together and came up with an incorre ﬂ;

0013(b
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two. So she was not giving the physical description of

Lee Harvey Oswald, but a man who did indeed go to the Soviet
Union during this period, and he is the man that some people
now call the mysterious stranger. We never found out who
he was. He, in his physical appearance, he could have been
an American, he could have been a Soviet or Nordic from a

ship, but she put these two things together.

Mr. Sprague. Now, this was a piocture of a man entering

where?
Mr. Phillips. The Soviet embassy.
Mr. Sprague. Did you not have surveillance at that time

on the Cuban embassy?

Mr. Phillips. Which type of surveillance, sir, the
telephones?

Mr. Sprague. Personal observation. i

Mr. Phillips. We had an observation post which took
photographs of the Cuban embassy, of people going in and out:

Mr. Sprague. Was not this intercept to which you have
been making reference a call by Oswald from the Cuban to the
Russian embassy?

Mr. Phillips. VYes, sir, it was from the Cuban to the
Russian embassy, but as I recall, the tap was picked up on the!
Russian end.

Mr. Sprague. I understand that, but with regard to that

first intercept, what was it that led you to believe that -- I

60131 !
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~shouldn't say you because you had no part of“it -- that the

picture of the person entering the Russian embassy was the

person who was involved in that intercept since at that moment

Oswald had entered the Cuban embassy?

Mr. Phillips. Well, I can only presume[ 03 ]

4

action. I believe what she was saying was she haé ‘put together- -

here was a telephone call, and here was a picture of an
inidentified man, and she assumed that there had been a
conversation about a visa, and sure enough, off you go into
the Soviet embassy.

Mr. Sprague. Were there any photographs of Oswald

entering the Cuban embassy?

Mr. Phillips. There were not.

Mr. Sprague. Was there any observation and recording of

people who entered the Cuban embassy, and a list which we
could examine and see the description of people that éntered
the Cuban embassy at or about the time of this intercepé?
Mr. Phillips. Yes, there was a photographic coverage
of the Cuban embassy, and this did not work on weekends, and
sometimes the camera had to be pulled out. The camera was
pulled out either because of malfunction or something. It
was not there on the day that that intercept indicated
Oswald was in the Cuban embassy, and consequently, there was
no picture of Lee Harvey Oswald that we ever saw in Mexico.

Mr. Sprague. Well, let me ask you this.

001377%
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When this intercept was picked up, this first one which
caused the action that you have said, was it also determined

to check on the sightings of people who entered the Cuban

A\ 4

embassy in order to get a description, perhaps, of this person!

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, it was not.

Mr. Sprague.  Why was that not done, if you know?

Mr. Phillips. It was simply not a part of the priorities
in a case like this, to do it on that basis. The only time
we really looked for the pictures of Oswald was after the
assassination.

Mr. Sprague. But if in the cablegram that was being
sent to the CIA headquarters in Washington, D. C., you were
to get information back and you are given a description, and
you know the call that was intercepted at the Russian
embassy end originated in the Cuban embassy, would it not
stand to reason for someone to check within your own CIA
agency who were observing what is going on at the Cuban -
embassy, whether they have a description of this person?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, and the reason being that the
number of people who would be go;ng into the Cuban consul
on any day might be anywhere fron 150 to 500. !

Mr. Sprague. Well, what is the purpose of getting a

description of someone whom I assume a great number of people

went into the Russian embassy, when this call did not origina

in the Russian embassy?

._,._M.._._-_g
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Mr. Phillips. I am sorry, I didn't undérstand the last

one.

e

Mr. Sprague. What is the purpose of getting a descriptio;
of an individual who entered the Russian embassy on that

date when the knowledge was that this call originated at the

4

Cuban embassy?

Mr. Phillips. I presume it was because[ 03.. ]simply
had before her a photograph of an unidentified man who looked
like an American, but I can only presume that.

Mr. Sprague. Does that make sense to ycu?

Mr. Phillips. It makes sense from the standpoint thgﬁ it
was a logical conclusion that they might be the same person,
and this is a quick way to find out.

Mr. Sprague. But didn't you on this intercept know that
the call that you have intercepted came from a person who
entered the Cuban embassy, not the Russian embassy, is that
correct? o

Mr. Phillips. Yes, and so her judgment would have been
based on the fact that presumably he then went -- at one time
must have gone to the Soviet embassy, and that is why she
thought it might be the same man.

Mr. Sprague. But not to even make anrattempt to find out,

from your own surveillance observation team who was entering

the Cuban embassy on that very day.

Mr. Phillips. That would have been a good thing to do.
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I don't recall that it was. It may have been, and sir, 1
am sure you understand, I have to speculate about[ 03
and why I think she put it together.

Mr. Sprague. This cablegram that was then sent on to
Washington, did that contain within it information that -- well,
did it have with it the intercept? Did it have a transcript
of the intercepted conversation?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, it was a cable which -- it was
not a repeat, as I recall it, word for word, of the
transcript, but a new message which said we need your
information on Lee Henry Oswald.

Mr. Sprague. Was there anything in that cablegram
indicating CIA -- to CIA headquarters in Washington that
this person Oswald was attempting to get a visa to go
to Cuba and then Russia?

Mr. Phillips. As I recall, that was in there, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Was there anything in this cablegram
indicating that he, Oswald, had at least in some manner
indicated that the Soviets might find it to their advantage
to talk to him?

Mr. Phillips. I don't recollect that at all, that it was
in the cable. I don't think it was.

Mr. Sprague. Do you have an explanation of why that
would not have been in there?

Mr, Phillips. No, sir. 0013(3
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Mr. Sprague. Was there in this cablegram anything indi-
cating that Oswald was indicating to the Soviéts that he
would like their aid or help or assistance in getting out
of the country?

Mr. Phillips. I don't think -- I don't recollect there
was anything of that kind in the cable, sir.

Mr. Sprague. I am going to show you a document which
I will ask to be marked subsequently, but may I first ask
you if you can identify this document, which really has parts
of it excised, but can you identify that copy I have just
shown you?

Mr. Phillips. 8Sir, I believe this to be the copy of éhe
message I have been trying to describe.

Mr. Sprague. May that, Mr. Chairman, be marked as Exhibit
No. 1 for the purpose of this hearing?

'Mr. Preyer. Without objection, this will be marked
Exhibit 1 and entered into evidence in the testirony.

(The document referred to was
marked Phillips Exhibit No. 1.)

Mr. Sprague. ©Now, reading from this copy which has
been excised in many parts, and which you have said appears
to be the cablegram to which you have made reference, it
reads: blank "1 October '63, American Mail", and then

blank, "name: Lee Oswald." Then blank, "at" -- and I will

ask you to tell me what this is. ,

013 e
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Mr. Phillips. Soviet Embassy, SovEmb.
Mr. Sprague. S-o-v-E-m-b has the meaning of Soviet
Embassy, and then you have on -~

Mr. Phillips. 28.

Mr. Sprague. 28, and then we don't see what the next

word is, probably September would be the guess.
.Mr. Phillips. S-e-p-t, I would guess.

Mr. Sprague. It then says, "then spoke with consul
whom he believed to be,"™ and the name V-a-l-e-r-1l-y, that is
the first name, V-l-a-d-i-m~-i-p-o-v-i-t-c-h, and then some
other, either part of a name or some other word.

Is that correct?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir. It is a continuation of the

Russian name.

Mr. Sprague. And then it says "Subject asked Soviet" -- '

which I assume is Soviet guard, ;Ivan," and then
O-b-y—~e-d-k-o-v-r-y blank, "if there anything new re telegram
to Washington," and then blank. "Thing received yet but ﬁ
request had been sent."

Is that correct? Have I read it right?

Mr. Phillips. Unless -- nothing is cut off of "thing

received yet," but I don't know, "but request had been

sent.”

Mr. Sprague. Aand then under that we have paragraph 2,

"Have photos. Male, appears be American," then blank,

BN
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r"apparent age 35, athletic build," and I'm not sure what the

next word is.

Mr. Phillips. I can't either, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Unclear what the next word is, maybe
five feet --

Mr. Phillips. That's just a mistake.

Mr. Sprague. "receding hairline, balding top, wore
khakis sportshirt," and then I guess there is a place for
signatures. |

Is that correct?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Have I read it right?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. I am curious, at least in what appears here;

that is not -- there is not anything indicating that this
person was trying to get into Cuba or Russia, is there?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Do you have any explanation as to why
that would be omitted since obviously an American attempting
to get into Cuba, is just by that act alone violating
criminal laws, is he not, or was he not?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Why would he be just even not putting that
information in?

Mr. Phillips. I don't know, sir.

pui3de
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Mr. Sprague. Does that kind of surprise you when you
see that at this poiht?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, because I didn't recall it that way,
and it certainly surprises me that it didn't say Lee Henry

Oswald.

s

Mr. Sprague. Well, that is my next question to you.
When you say you did not recall it that way, what I have just
shown you and we have gone through it, as I have just said,
are you prepared to say that this in fact is the cablegram that
was sent to Washington, or is what you remember somewhat
different than what appears to be in what I have shown you
here?

And let me repeat, I do not want you giving testimony
just conforming to what you believe others say. We want
your own géstimony.

Do you want me to repeat that question?

You have been telling us what the intercept was, you hayé
been telling us what clearly was part of a cablegram that
was sent to CIA headquarters in Washington. I have shown
you what you have first said appeared to be the cablegram.
that you have been talking about, and I am asking you now does
this appear to be different than the cablegram that you
saw when it first passed your desk going from[ OB]back to
Scott?

Mr. Phillips. This is different from my recollecticn

poL3 (e




KEpiuuuLeu sium Lie 1ULOLNGS Of the Natlional Archives Hscp (RG 223
13)

10

1

12

13

19

20

21

22

23 -

»)
(¥4}

e A e D A S S e g S aem ey re & s p

of it, that is, as I zave put together my remembrances of the

cable, yes. There is no question about that.

Mr. Sprague. I essume that assuming what you have said
is correct, there cer-ainly would have been no reason to --
in fact, there wetlc zawve been every reason to mention that
this supposed Arerica- was trying to get to Cuba and Russia,
wouldn't there?

Is tkat correct?

Mr. Phillips. (Yods in the affirmative.)

Yes, sir, it seexs that should be in there.

Mr. Sprague. 21l right, now, let me ask you this.

Regardless of wha: czhlegram was sent to CIA headquarters

in Washington, dec yot kmow what date, do you know, not what yow

have been tolc hers, Z£at the cablegram that ycu saw and
assertec tc was sext?

Mr. Pnillizs. ¥z, sir, I do not. I have an approxi-

Mr. Spracrve. Dc yocu know approximately how long was it
after the first t:ize 7ou saw the intercept that you saw
the ceblecram the: was coming back across your desk for

transmissicn fc Wazski-gton, approximately?

Mr, BPoillips. 2-oroximately three days, three or four

days, scmeztling Like zhet.
Mr, Scrazue %zw, I notice that in this cablegram, which:
has been zmarksc Z=z=izZ’ %t 1, they refer to an intercept on
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28 September. You had said earlier that you thought you wére
talking about an intercept that was the early part of
October; and I asked you would you quarrel with or disagree

if it was the latter part of September.

Would you quarrel with the fact that it may have been on

7z

the 28th or even on the 27th of September?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I think it was on that date, on
an intercept of the 28th. I do not gquarrel with that. I

think it was that time.

Mr. Sprague. Could it have been the 27th; as a matter

Mr. Phillips. My recollection was that Oswald arrived
on a Wednesday or a Thursday and visited the Cuban embassy
the next day. I thought it was Friday, perhaps, or Thursday.
I thought it was the 28th, but it certainly coulé have been
the 27th. I don't remember.

Mr. Sprague. All right, let me ask you this.

Upon obtaining the intercept initially, and whatever
the date was, and being struck that this is a matter of
some importance that would involve notifying Washington, was
a decision made to advise the‘FBI, at least there in Mexico,
sinee there was an indication here that you have an American
attempting to get some sort of contact wiﬁh the Russians?

Mr. Phillips. My recollection'is that.there was.

Mr. Sprague. Andé when?

0013d1
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Mr. Phillips. I do not remember, sir, whether it was
before the answer came to this cable -- came from this cable,
in other words, whether they waited to get details to then
advise the FBI, or whether possibly 'there were two memos. I
didn't see them.

Mr. Spragque. Who would be ‘the decisionmaker about
notification to the FBI?

Mr. Phillips. In the case of an Ameri;:an, it would
automatically be Mr[ 03 ]That was standard procedure,
that the FBI should know information about Americans. That
would be his responsibility.

Mr. Sprague. All right, then, stop right there.

If that was Mr. tasj responsibility, automatically
when it involves, I guess, any American, what would be a
reason for Mr. [ 03 ]holding up notification to the FBI
and even a more important case, when there is a decision
being made thaﬁ this is of enough importance to notify s
CIA headquarters in Washington.

Mr. Phillips. All right, sir.

For clarity I will try to divide the responsibility into

© two parts. It was very clearly Mr. [ 03 ]responsibility to

get off this message to Washington and see that it was done
right in his shop. The second responsibility ,to see that the
FBI should know, it still would have been his responsibility,

but a number of people might have actually prepared that littl
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report.

I remember when I was talking with your staff last night
I was trying to recall the people who might do this, and I
had forgotten the reports officer, and if I recall correctly,
an assistant. They sometimes had the instruction, "advise the
FBI," and so forth.

Mr. Sprague. Do you know whether or not a copy of the
;ranscript in this cas€é went to the reports officer, or was
this considered enough of an important matter, as you related,
sometimes the report officer was bypassed by Mr. Scott in
this and that caﬁegory?

Mr. Phillips. No, it definitely was not.

Mr. Sprague. Now, do you know that this went to the
reports officer as well?

Mr. Phillips. I don't know. I know that this kind
of subject would routinely go to the reports officer, so it
is possible that that person participated in whatever memorandpc
advised, and alsc the --

Mr. Sprague. Go ahead.

Mr. Phillips. Also the two American contract women that
I talked about that worked there, this was the sort of thing
that Mr.[ O3]might say to one of them, would you please do
a little thing for the Bureau, or something like that. So
any one of a number of people could actually have prepared
that, but Mr.[:ozjwas the one that had to see that that
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- message went out of his office.

Mr. Sprague. In any event, would there be more than a
three or so delay before notification or five day delay before
notification to the FBI?

Mr. Phillips. I think if you wanted to establish
what a station chief would consider as respénsible; he would
say two days would be all right on a routine case. He would
like to see it go more rapidly, depending on what other work
went along. This was delayed longer than that.

Mr. Spragque. This was a little more than just a
routine case, was it not?

Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr. Spraque. Do you know what the reason was.for a
delay longer than what would have been in tbe routine case?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I do not.

Mr. Sprague. Did you take as part of, let's say, your
duties, to see that the FBI was promptly notified? o

Mr. Phillips. In the sense that if I thought it hadn't
been done, I would certainly have said, even though this is
your case, what happened, and in a similar case of mine I
would do that, and it was routine in the case of an American.

Mr. Sprague. Well, when you were pushing about the
cablegram to Washington, D. C. and firally pushed -- when

[ 03 ]did it, were you also pushing to see that the FBI

was notified?
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Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I don't recall that I was.

Mr. Sprague. Why not? .

Mr. Phillips. I don't know why I wasn't. Perhaps I
did and I just don't remember.

Mr. Sprague. Did a response come to whatever cablegram
was sent to CIA headquarters in Washington?

Mr. Phillips. To Mexico. Yes, sir, a response came.

Mr. Sprague. And how long after the cablegram that you
had described was sent?

Mr. Phillips. I cannct recall.

Mr. Sprague. Do you have an approximation?

Mr, Phillips. Four or five days. That's a guess.

Mr. Sprague. Did you see that response?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And would you tell the members of the
Subcommittee what was that response from Washington, as best
you can recall?

Mr. Phillips. The thrust of the message was something
like this. Your man that you asked about is Lee Harvey

Oswald. I believe it said that he had been in the Soviet

Union and was married, and married to a Soviet woman, something

about the Navy, the Marines, he had been in the Marines,
but it was biographical business that identified him as Lee
Harvey Oswald. I just can't remember the details,

Mr. Sprague. What else do you remember about that?

CULdn0
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Did this response indicate that this person, that
they believed was the same person named Oswald, had been ir

the United States Navy?

Mr. Phillips. I seem to récall that. No, I --

Mr. Sprague. I ;am asking you on the basis of what ycu
told me last night.

Mr. Phillips. U.S. Marines, I think the Navy advises,

something about the Navy.

Sir, may I make a parenthetical observation?

Mr. Sprague. Sure.

Mr. Phillips. You asked me last night in the subpoena
to bring any documents that I have and so forth. I have nc
files or documents, but I do have the draft pages of a book

of mine which is going to be published shortly indicating

the deletions that the CIA asked for, which I did bring cows
in response to the subpoena. It is about six or seven pages,
and it is a wrap-up of all of the things -- not all, but of
the things we have been talking about today.

As I recall then, in writing this some months ago -- z=¢&
so I wanted you to know that I do have it here.

i Mr. Sprague. Okay, we will get to that but what I ac

cablegram was sent to them from Mexico?

Mr., Phillips. The name is Lee Harvey Oswald and he is

00135¢
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married to a Soviet, he has been in the Soviet Union, he was
in the U.S. Marines or in the Navy -- |

Mr. Sprague. Did it not also, according to what you
have said previously, indicate that he had defected to the
Soviet Union?

Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr. Spragque. What?

Mr. Phillips. Of course I saié that, and I think I
recall that.

Mr. Spraguve. And that is my cuestion, is that part of
what was in that response, responding cablegram from CIA
headquarters in Washington, D. C.?

Mr. Phillips. I think I rereckered something like that,
yes, but I cannot be absolutely positive. I realize that I
am saying that I don't remember waz:t I said last night, but
I think it was there.

Mr. Preyer. All right, we will take a break.

We will take a ten minute breazk. The Cormittee will
stand in recess for ten minutes.

(Whereupon, a brief recess was <zkez.)

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Phillips, ccntinuing after the
recess, I had been asking you abcut tzat responding cablegram
from CIA headquarters in Washingtoz, . C., and =y question
was, did that response from headguarters irdicate that thi;

Lee Oswald, or whatever the midcéle zzre was that was there,
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had defected to the Soviet Unicn and that Ze kad married a

Russian woman.

Mr. Phillips. I am not positive t&f=r <=at is the case.

I cannot say that it is. That was myv reccllection, but it

- may have been that I learned that at z lzter date, but I

recall it as sort of a message, defi-Iitit=Iy describing the
man so there was no question abott wio ke was. But I just
cannot recall the details.

Mr. Sprague. Let me show you a coc—ment which I do not
believe is the response, respoading cztle:zrax=, but maybe
upon looking at it, it will refresh wvsur -eccllection as to
what may have been in the reszording caklzcrzm from CIA
headgquarters.

(The Witness inspected the cccuxent.

Mr. Phillips. Nec, sir. This is a zzzle, & communication

ﬂ‘

sent by CIA headquarters in Washi:- Z tZe Department of

State, the FBI, and the Deparizez=t cZ t&= ¥Navrv. It is not
the response to Mexico City.

Mr. Sprague. I krow that, 2=d Z sz ===t was not the
responding cablegram. I just wa-mted rc= =2 Z:zok at that
and see if that helped refresh yczr —scclleczicr as to what

was in the responding cablegrz= ==z

CIA headquarters.

Mr., Phillips. Yes. It ==Xx=s s toI2X =Z=2at I am
correct in remerbering that The cze zzaz Iiz:zlly did core

001id>d2
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mentioned for the first time I == nx to Mexico that he had
defected to the Soviet Cnicz, a=c& Eis wife was there and so
forth.

I recall that the one thz: wezt rcm CIA headquarters to
Mexico straightened the recoré zbout the name, rather than

the way it is here.

Mr. Sprague. Before we ccrtirge with that, let me show
you another memorandum which I #ill recuest be marked Exhibit
2 and see if you can icdentify tha:. fcrget any of the
notations on the side of it.

(The Witness inspected ths Gocumezt.)

Mr. Phillips. I am fiadi-c 3tc a little difficult to‘
read.

Mr. Sprague. Can you idex<ify t*zt memorandum?

Mr. Phillips. It is &= Zz=s-=zI ze-orandum in the Mexico:

City embassy which I gaztherz, Eeczzszes i= says for the ambassador,
So it was something prezared i- CZ2 Feadguarters in Mexico

texZac-s cthers. I do not

N

and sent to the ambasszfor zn
know.
Mr. Sprague. Ncw, if I m=y, Zus: reading this, this is

headed 16 October 1963, is =z== cizrr=c=2

Mr. Phillips. I c&idr'=z zmzzioze ==z, sir?

Yes, sir.
Mr. Sprague. Mecocranmitm I:z, z2=Z then it is blank, the

ambassador, from, and ther i1t s :lzzX, Tut you indicate this

00135y
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is probably Zrocm CIA to the American ambassador in Mexico,
and tken there Is some wording, subject looks like Lee Oswald,
contact w%tt tre Scviet embassy, and then under that, ambassads
notifiec¢, a=Z cze, printed. The following information was
received, ac-£ t*en blank space, on October l, 1963, an

ricar male ccrtacted the Soviet embassy and identified
hirself as _ese {swald. This office determined that Oswald

had been at t:e Soviet Embassy on 28 September 1963 and talked

‘with, arné t>e- z narme, Valery, and then the rest of it,

Kostikov, a merzer of the Consular Section, in order to
learn if the Scviet Embassy had received a reply from
Washington zcccoranying his request.

We rave =c clarifying information with regard to this
reguest.

Anc let e ‘ust stop there.

Car. 7ct exzlaiz why the CIA, on the 16th of October,
1963, is advzsiz: txhe United States ambassador in Mexico
that they hz=vs -: clarifying information on this réquest when,

according tc wcT, the intercepted conversation spelled out a

‘9

Dc you Zz7= a2y explanation as to that?

s. If my recollection of the intercept is
Zzve no explanation.

Thers 1z ===z £2ing I will note there, as a possibility

[ ———

tc expla’z sctiet:icg ambiguous. It was sometirmes the
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custom, and Mr. Scott requested it, that when something like
this went on paper to another part of the emSassy other than
the FBI office, specifically, the ambassador's office, that
the sources were fudged, in other words, they were rewritten,
so that the people in the ambassador's office,and I am
thinking particularly of an ambassador's aide, that Mr. Scott
didn't have complete confidence in, and these papers not only
go to thé ambassadors but the secretaries, he would sometires
have them rewritten to protect the source. So when’they say
visited, it could mean really that he is referring to a
telephone thing and so forth.

But I do not know the answer to the first part of you£
guestion.

Mr. Sprague. And the second part of this memorandum
says, headquarters has informed us that Oswald above is
probably identical with Lee Henry Oswald, born on 18 October
1959, in New Orleans, Louisiana, a former radar operator in
United States Marine Corps who defected to the Soviet
Union in October 1959. This office will advise you if
additional information on this is received.

Now, dces that help refresh your recollection as to that

responding cablegram from Washington to CIA headgquarters there?

Mr. Phillips. It helps, and I believe what may have
appened is that this message, sent to agencies in the United

States, was sent, and an information copy was sent to Mexico
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City, and without waiting for the answers from the agencies
in the United States, someone in the CIA station went ahead

and sent out this memorandum based on this information copy.

Actually, this copy is asking information from U.S. agencies,
and it looks like someone may have gone ahead, taken ﬁaterial

out of there to prepare that.

(The document referred to was
marked Phillips Exhibit No. 2.)
Mr. Sprague. All right, and just for the record, the
other document that I have had you look at, which I will ask
be marked for identification as Exhibit No. 3, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Preyer. Without objection, so ordered.

{The document referred to was

marked Phillips Exhibit No. 3.)

Mr. Sprague. Has a heading and it appears to be from

CIA to Department of State, Federal Bureau of Investigation,
Department of Navy, headed Secret, Subject: Hen:y Osvald -
it says Lee Henry Oswald. .

One, on 1 October 1963 a reliable and sensible source in
Mexico reported that an American male who identified himself
as Lee Oswald contacted the Soviet Embassy in Mexico City

ingquiring whether the erbassy had received any news concerning

a telegram which had been sent to Washington. The American
was described as approximately 35 years old with an athletic

build, about six feet tall, with a receding hairline.

CU1dyx
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Two, it is believed that Oswald may be identical to
Lee Henry Oswald, born on 18 October 19 -- looks to be 39 here|
maybe this other one was '39 -- in New Orleans, Louisiana,

a former U.S. Marine who defected to the Soviet Union in
October 1959 and later made arrangements through the United
States embassy in Moscow to return to the United States with
his Russian-born wife, Marina, and it goes on with the name,
and their child.

Three, the information in paragraph 1 is being disseminatgé
to your representatives in Mexico City. Any further informa-
tion received’on this subject will be furnished to you. This
information is being made available to the Immigration ané
Naturalization Service.

Now, does that help refresh your recollection as to the

responding cablegram that you got from CIA headquarters in

Washington?

Mr. Phillips. It makes me believe, Counsellor, that I

recall a cablegram coming from Washington as.a CIA cable
answering the cable when in fact I may recall this information

which came down in an information copy, or one way or the

other. I would still have thought that there would have been

a regular response following the answering of this. ;

Mr. Sprague. Well, if in fact there was no resgording ;
cablegram, would you be surprised at that?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, I would.
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Mr. Spraque. Now, in any event, whether a responding
cablegram or the information in the document I have just read
to you, it is correct, I gather, that at some point shortly
after the cablegram had been sent to Washington, that the
Mexico CIA operation now had advice that Oswald , the person
who perhaps was Oswald, had been in the service, had defected
to Russia, had come back to the United States, is that correct

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Now, with that additional information, plus
the fact of your having seen an intercept, that this American
was saying what you said you saw in that transcript and had
been trying to get out of the country with whatever the
arrangements the Soviets would make to Cuba and to Russia, did
this now become a most unusual situation?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, it escalated the importance of
it.

Mr. Sprague. All right, now, upon gathering that
information, what did the CIA -- what did you do? Let me
put it that way first.

Mr. Phillips. I did not do anything unusual such as
mounting a new technical operation or anything because of

this. I believe -=-

Mr. Sprague. Well, was anything done right then and theré

to f£ind out where is COswald?

Mr., Phillips. On the side, as far as the Cuban erbassy

00134
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was concerned, as I recell it, we then tasked our agents what
do you know about a man rameé so and so with this and that
and the other, and askec tkem if they knew about his visit
or something like that.

Mr. Sprague. But you kncw something about him.

My question now is, kaving first had your suspicions
excited enough to send z cablegram to Washington in a situatioa
that you say was somewhat unusual, you now reach the most
unusual, do you not, of firding cut that this person who wvas
trying to get to Cuba and Russia and whatever places that you
said, turns out to have teen z defector to Russia who was --
who had returned and come back to the United States.

Now, is that not urnicte, really?

Mr. Phillips. It is.

Mr. Sprague. And was there not a thought then by CIA,
let's find out where is =zZis =mzz right now?

Mr. Phil;ips. Okay, sir.

I recall that any acticns I took were simply routine
ones, and the reasons wc:l1Z ke these. These, at this stage,

is an FBI operation.

-

Mr. Spragque. Do ycz Xnow whether the FBI had been ,

notified at that point t:a< this Individual in the intercepted;
!

phone call was alleged <: ZzZzve saié the things that you have
told us appeared in that iztercsszad transcript?

Mr. Phillips. I d¢ mci, sir. I don't Xnow that they
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-were.

Mr. Sprague. If in fact the FBI had not been told
that this individual was doing other than just going to
contact the Russian embassy to inquire about a telegram from
Washington and had not been told that he had been talking to
them about frying to get to Cuba and to Russia, and talking
about it being worth their while in some way if they contact
him and that they ought to help him get out, how would the
FBI then know of the uniqueness of the situation?

Mr. Phillips. They would not know, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Who would be responsible for seeing that
that information is given to the FBI?

Mr. Phillips. M.r[ 03’ ]shop, but with the escalating
importance, that sort of responsibility would go right to the
Chief of Station as well.

Mr. Sprague. Do you know what Mr. Scott or the people
who were in line command, even, did upon getting this
information and tying this with that information in the
transcript?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I cannot recall.

My vague recollection, or perhaps I am remembering what
I think must have been, was that at some stage here we were
advised by the FBI or found out that Oswald had left the
country, but I do not recall, I de¢ not know.

Mr. Sprague. Well, while he was still in Mexico, would
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“the CIA have wanted to find out his whereabouts and start

some sort of surveillance or check on him?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Did the CIA -- would the CIA lose interest
in the potential threat by this person just because he was

then no longer in Mexico?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, it would become someone else's
case if he had returned.

Mr. Sprague. Well, whose obligation was it to make
sure that that someone else had all of the information that
now made this a unique case for the Mexican operation of Q;A?

Mr. Phillips. M;.Eosj, Mr. Scott, and myself as well.

Mr. Sprague. Did you?

Mr. Phillips. I did not. I don't want to say I did not.
I do not recall doiné it.

Mr. Sprégue. But Mr.Phillips, I am sure that you would
have wracked your brain may times, and it seems to me you o
obviously did not, and my question really gets back to why
pot, and that perhaps gets back to an earlier question, to
some degree you have slithered around what are quotes of you
by people in the news media.

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. And you end up making a statement here
to this Subcommittee that, well, part of that statement was

what I learned then and what I learned subsequently, which

00138y
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in my view just does not make sense at all, and I am putting

to you really whether you are being totally candid with the

3 | Subcommi ttee.

- e e ——_—— — — —- v— i

Mr. Phillips. I am tryizg to be totally candid. One

4
s | of my principal problems, Counsellor, is that since this

s || event took on such magnitude because of the assassination, these
; || things that we are talkirg abtcut today I have heard in so

g || many varied forms on talk shcws and magazine articles, and I |

9 || find it terribly difficult — !

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Phillirs, you made statements to a man

10

11 || £rom UPI, you made statements tc a man from the Washington

12 || Fost. I can't spezk for the Subcommittee, but I find it -

13 inconceivable that in relatizc that statement to Mr. Gillmore
14 il that you are relating that wzzt you heasd Oswald say is that i
lsg he had informatior that mighz e useful to the Soviets and E
16% Cuba, ané that ke Loped tc be zrrovided with free transportatioﬁ
175 to Russia via Cuba, that irn sTmary, you were adding in therg,g
]8i information subsegtent tc the assassination? Do you think ;
19i that makes sense? ;
20} Mr. Phillips. Ccunsellcs, I stand by what I said. I i
21% still recall tkat =¥ sercepticn of that first knowledge I ‘

had of hiz=. Pertks

4§
0
r

¢ scre extant, based on the very fact that

(9]
o

w2S, ~erz was a man who wanted to go to

(11}
[

23 | he as seeking & vI

2zting himself with some importancs

{1

24 | the Soviez Cnica a=

! to try and get It.
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Mr. Sprague. By projecting himself with some importance,

you mean he was then indicating to them, he was tooting his

own horn, that he could be of some value to them. Is that

what you mean?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Well, if that is what you mean, -then say
so.

Mr. Phillips. 211 right, sir.

Mr. Sprague. I do not want to say it. It is you. 1Is

that what you mean?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. When you get this response from CIA
headquarters in Washington making this a unique situation
which would have called for surveillance of Oswald while he
was in Mexico, do you know what steps were taken to ascertain
whether or not he in fact was still in Mexico?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I do not recall. I do nct
recall why all of a sudden there was no action. The logicél
reason would have been -- and I don't recall it -- was that
we found out he had returned to the United States. In that

3

case the interest would have been dropped, and that would have

been that.

Mr. Sprague. The interest by whom?

Mr. Phillips. By the CIA.
Mr., Spraqgue. You mean the CIA would not have an interest
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in this American who was trying to offer things to the Soviets
and get out of the country through Cuba?

Mr. Phillips. Well, yes, certainly they would have an
interest. On the list of priorities that were tasked that woul
go down in Mexico, at least certainly the step would have
been taken that he would have been put on what was ‘known as
the watch list so that if his name ever popped up again in
Mexico, somebody said this is the man --

Mr. Sprague. Did you ever have there in Mexico another
American citizen who you were aware of giving an implica-
tion, an offer of some information to the Soviets and wanted
to get to Cuba and Russia, who had been a defector to
Russia before?

Mr, Phillips. Not a package of this kind and a double
header of the Soviet Union. They were extrermely unusual ;
cases,

Mr. Sprague. Did you ever have a case that had all of
those in it?

Mr. Phillips. M, not all of that combination.

Mr. Sprague. Why do you say this would have been a lessej

priority situation?

Mr. Phillips. Well, I meant, Counsellor, if he had
left Mexico, and when we learned that he was no longer in
Mexico, it would have become low priority while he was ~-- unle

he came back to Mexico, not necessarily to CIA headquarters
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should he show up elsewhere.

Mr. Sprague. Well, of course, aren't you also assuming
in here that other agencies who had been notified had been
advised of the information that you say was on that intercepteq
telephone cali, is that correct?

Mr. Phillips. I'm sorry, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Aren't you making an assumption that when
the CIA Mexico Division lets up because he has gone out of the
country, that other agencies of the Federal Government are
taking up their proper dutiés, but contingent upon them
having all of ﬁhe information that the CIA had?

Mr, Phillips. Yes, sir, I think that is an assumption
on my part.

Mr. Sprague. Akd you say that was [03 ]obligation,
to see that that information was given to the othkar
agencies?

Mr. Phillips. As you described, it was a case of o
sufficient importance that it was Mr. [03 ]and Mr. Scott's

and I would have to share some responsibility as well. At

Mr. Sprague. How would you explain if in fact no
other agency of government was advised that in this intercept
Oswald had been atterpting to -- had spoken of attempting to
go to Cuba, to Russia, and was indicating that he had something

to offer the Soviets, and he wanted them to help him get out
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of the country, how do you explain if in fact that information
was not communicated to any other agency of government, how
do you explain that?

Mr, Phillips. I can't explain it, and I would call it a
grievous omission, and the dimension of the gravity of it
depending upon the motive for it.v

Mr. Sprague. Well, I guess my question ends up, would
that just be an omission or would that be more likely a
decision by someone not to have that information in the context
of what I just said given to the other agencies of government?

Mr. Phillips. It is possible that it could be an omission
in the sense of someone waiting'to wrap up another package,
and they are going to produce a nice round report that they
could be proud of. We covered this man all the time, and
here are the stories. That is possible.

However, I tend to agree with your implication that
serious enough, it certainly could be somebody decided not
to do it for one reason or another, but of course, that is

an assumption.

Mr. Spraque. Now, where would decisionmaking like that

come from, not to notify other agencies of the United States
government?
Mr. Phillips. I can tell you that precisely, sir, i

Win Scott. No one else would dare rake that decision without

wWin Scott's knowing about it and approving it.
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" Mr. Sprague. And would he do that stri¢tly on his own?
Or would he discuss that with anyone in a superior position to
him?

Mr. Phillips. If he were to do that without some
logical explanation of why he was doing it, he wouldn't
discuss it with ahyone, because if he were to do that, and to
let someone know that he wasn't getting this information out,
all sorts of things could -- somebody just might go to the
IG, the Inspector General or something like that.

Mr. Sprague. Well, let me ask you this, and maybe this
gets back to the earlier part of the question.

These cablegrams that get routed from your Mexico
station, let's say even the one thatI: C)EB :lprepared for
Mr. c_osjand then you saw, did they go immediately from
Mr. EO3’jout for dissemination, for transmission? Did they
go immediately from you? Did these always get routed from
each of you back to Mr. Scott, and it is Mr. Scott who thep x
sees that they are transmitted?

Mr. Phillips. The final signature, the release, is
Mr. Scott's, and it goes directly from his office to the
Communications Section, and he is the last one.

Mr. Spraguef And is the first time, in looking at that
excised copy that we have of what appeared to be a cablegram
to Washington, that you were awafe that, assuming that that

is the one that was sent, that there appears to have been
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no notification of the information that you say was in that
transcript?

Mr. Phillips. Well, I might qualify it by saying as of
yesterday and today it is the first indication that I have
had that this information might have been held back from other
agencies and from the Warren Commission. The possibility is a
surprise to me, yes.

Mr. Sprague. ‘Between it being an omission, when we
consider you, Mr.[ 03], Mr. Scott, and it being a deliberate
decision not to give this information, which is the more likely
in your opinion, from having worked there?

Mr. Phillips. In my opinion, sir, it is more likely
that it would hgve'been an omission rather than an act of
that kind. -Tﬁat is my opinicn.

Mr. Sprague. And why do you say that, because you think
the other is just too terrible to contemplate?

Mr. Phillips. That is certainly one thing, but the

=

main thing is, I wasn't aware of a similar action taken by

Mr. Scott or other people and I just --

Mr. Thone. Mr. Phillips, for the record, Mr. Scott

is deceased.
Mr. Phillips. Yes,sir. ;
Mr. Thone. And when did he die?

Mr. Phillips. He resigned from CIA in Mexico where he

had been a long time, and he died in -- I have it written in
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here.
Mr. Thone. Approximately.

Mr. Phillips. About 1970 or '71. '71 or '72, after

the retirement, he stayed right in Mexico, had a heart attack

and died.

Mr. Thone. A heart attack.

Mr. Phillips. Yes,sir.

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Phillips, you said that there may be ;
one or two other intercepts after this intercept that you haveg
been discussing. ;

t

In any event, is the intercept that you have been ;
discussing the first intercept that you were aware of of ;
Oswald? ;

Mz Phillips. Yes, sir, I believe that to be true.

Mr. Sprague. Did you have any more information concerning
the first intercept, in the whole sequence of events that we |
have gone through and the response from Washington, other thgnf
what you have testified to now? o

Mr. Phillips. I'm sorry, sir, I didn't -~

Mr. Sprague. Do you have any other information concernin%
that first intercept other than what you have now testified .
to before this Subcommittee?

Mr. Phillips. I do not.

Mr. Sprague. And the last you had any knowledge about it

@ was upon the response from Washington.
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Is that correct?

Mr. Phillips. It is the last that I recall, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Let me see if there is anything else.

Do you know, of your knowledge, whether with regard to
that first intercept, the Immigration Department was notified?

Mr. Phillips. About that first intercept, I don't know.
My recollection was that in the embassy in Mexico City, the
facts were Oswald being there. I presume that must be the
first intercept was sent out to the State Department, FBI ancé
Immigration and Naturalization, or at some time they were
advised, but -- .

Mr. Sprague. Was the Secret Service advised at ary time?

Mr. Phillips. Not to my knowledge, sir. First, one,
there is no Secret Service in Mexico.

Mr. Sprague. Now, with régard to each of the not:ifica-

-

tions of any agencies, you do not know, I take it, whether that

notification contained the information you have told us &becut.

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I do not.

Mr. Sprague. All right, now, the second intercept,
what is it that you saw and recall about that, ané how lene
was that after the first, as best you can recall?

Mr. Phillips. Okay.

I believe that after the assassination, with the in<eres:

that we were able to go back over the transcripts, thac

—— .

recall something about Sylvia Duran and some longer infcrrz=icn
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about her conversation. In other woxrds, I recall the
intercept, not just the shortie tkat was the first one, but
one that had more substance, abcut this gqguy is over here and
what about it --

Mr. Sprague. This is a ccaversation by Oswald?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, but it was about Oswald.

Mr. Sprague. No, I am talkirg now about conversations
by Oswald, after the first intercept, which is a conversation
by Oswald. When is the next irtercept of Oswald that you have
any recollection about?

Mr. Phillips. I don't recail, sir. Like I said last
night, I am not absolutely positive. I have this feeling
there was another one or two, ané I éo rot -- I cannot be
pdsitive about that.

Mr. Sprague. What is your kest resollection about this

other one or two as to what the cc-tent was, regardless whether

it is one or two?
Do you have any recollection?
Mr, Phillips. A second ctery about whether his visa

has come? I don't remember, sir. I don't remember.

Mr. Sprague. All right, znow, dc you recall any conversaticr

-

that were intercepted about Cswz1c?
First, yes or no?
Mr, Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr, Sprague. And how man;y dc you recall? 001407

]
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Mr. Phillips. If I can limit it to before the

assassination -~

Mr. Sprague. Well, I am only talking about before the
assassination.

Mr.Phillips. I believe I recall the one I am calling
the long one, Sylvia Duran.

Mr. Sprague. All right, that is one.

Do you recall any other intercepteé conversations about
Oswald?

Mr. Phillips. No, I do not.

Mr. Sprague. All right.

In that conversation, can ycu tell us as best you caﬁ
recall when that was intercepted, aré you saw.the
transcript in relationship to that Zirst Oswald transcript
that you have been telling us acczt.

Mr. Phillips. My best reccllecxicn is that that was
there on the record, but what it was -- it didn't identify
Oswald, but somehow after the assassination, when we went
scrambling back through recorcés, zh, that must be about
Oswald. That is my best rscclleciic:z.

Mr. Sprague. In other words, wcu are saying the first

you are aware of that you caz reczlil of this intercepted

transcript about Oswald, vcu firs+t szw after the assassinaticn; _

Mr. Phillips. That is what I =zs=call, sir, yes, sir.

Mr, Sprague. You have —o 2ction of seeing it
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prior to the assassination, or being marked for attention or
anything like that?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir. My recollection is that it wag

afterwards.

Mr. Sprague. Let me back up one second, getting back
again.

After you got that response from Washington, from CIA
headquarters, the additional information about Oswald is a
defector, all of that, without repeating it, and recognizing
that the situation now is unique, did anyone then give an
order to save that tape?

Mr. Phillips. Not that I recall.

Mr. Sprague. I assume the tape, though, from what you
said earliet, must have been at least held up since you
were -- and the destru : ion ~f the tape, since a tablegram
was going to Washington for information.

Mr Phillps. That would not necessarily be truve, and mx
recollection is that it was not held up. Once the informatién
was taken off of it, it was once again sent back for reuse.

Mr. Sprague. Immediately? I thought you said earlier

that there was a period of time for the tape to be held for

the decisionmaking process to at least work on whether to

keep the tape.

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, but not in the office of the

decisionmakers in the embassy. The tape would return to the

00iquu
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outside unit, as I understood it, and it was ;here that you
would say -- that the message would go eventually, hold the
tape.

Mr. Sprague. When you saw this response from Washington,
did you think anything of let's get that tape?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I did not.

Mr. Sprague. Did you discuss it with anybody?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I did not.

Mr. Sprague. All right.

Getting back to this conversation about Oswald which you

do not recall seeing prior to the assassination, but, you cot ¥d'
say, afterwards, do you recall when that intercept had occurreé?-
Mr. Phillips. To preface the remark, after this whole
thing was over, I noted certain weaknesses in my performance,
one of them being, damn, why didn't I know more about this

before the assassination? :

So I think what may have happened is I did indeed see .

the transcript and didn't recognize that it pertained to the
other transcript. So it went back into the files. After

the assassination, let's look at everything, my goodness,

that's talking about Lee Harvey Oswald.

So it is quite possible that I saw it and didn't recogniz%
the value or the connection with Oswald because it was just
a case -- well, that is possible.

My recollection is that it meant nothing to us until after

DUl4ie
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the assassination.

Mr. Sprague. But my question still is, Mr. Phillips,
when you did see it after the assassination, do you have any
recollection now as to when that intercept had been made?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I do not.

Mr. Sprague. In late September, early October '63?

Mr. Phillips. It would have had to have taken place
at the very end of September or early October, because Oswald
went back soon, but I don't remember which of those days it
was on.

Mr. Sprague. And can you summarize for us what was the
substance of that conversation about Oswald, and between wﬁat
parties was that conversation?

Mr. Phillips. Sylvia Duran, somebody in the Soviet
embassy.

Is that the first time I read abott -- I think it was --
obstreperous character over here, acted badly, had to call
the consul down, an explanation, he got mad when we told him
that we weren't going to get you a visa until the Soviets

did, something -- Sylvia Duran talking with someone. I am

not sure whether it was a Soviet, but that's the general kind

of thing, a description of Oswald and his actions toward
Sylvia Duran when he found out he wasn't going to get a

visa,

Mr. Sprague. Are you saying that if you had seen this

001411
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transcript shortly after it had been made, that you would not
have connected that with the transcript of Oswald that you
have just told us about, if this Duran thing was again a
call from the Cuban embassy to the Russian embassy, it is
involving someone wanting wisas to Cuba and Russia, which is
the very thing ==~

Mr., Phillips. Well, I certainly would have, so I think
that it must have been vague enough that I didn't note that
or didn't see it until after the assassination.

Mr. Sprague. Is there any other conversation concerning
Oswald that you are aware of?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I don't recall any other.

Mr. Sprague. At any time, was there an effort made to
go over with the surveillance team that was on the Cuban

embassy, not the Russian, as to who were the people observed

.going into the Cuban embassy between September 28th and

October 3, 1963, that you know of, and you were there at leagt
at that station for another two years.

Mr. Phillips. You are speaking after the assassinaticn
as well? Yes. The photographs, all the photographs that were

available from the coverage of the Cuban installation were

!

i

H

inspected by Mr. Shaw and by me. They were in long strips, ané,

i
!

we went over every single cne, seeing if we could find a picture

of Oswalgd.

Mr. Sprague. But did you not also say that the camera

6014,:
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did not work on occasions during that period of time.

Mr. Phillips. We knew -- how did this work, now? We
knew that we wouldn't find a picture of him on the day of
the intercept. Nevertheless, we wanted to look back —- and
I think we looked back for 30 or 45 days.

Mr. Sprague. My question was, did anybody go over the
descriptions, what the surveillance team observed of people
entering into the Cuban embassy, and who, between September
27th and October 3, 19632

Mr. Phillips. No, sir. There would have been the -~ thete ;l
was no team in there. It was just a place where the camera |
was with an operator and so forth, and he would -- |

Mr. Sprague. But if the camera wasn't operating, isn't

there somebody making notations? I thought you said that

| earlier?

Mr. Phillips. Everything before -- later the camera,

|
i

- there would be people taking down license plates and that sort!
of thing, but there was no material available to indicate a

|
!
|

man looking like this walked in on this day. There was nothiné

[

as I recall, became and automatic model that worked, and then é
T

! like that, and I believe the reason was that there was no

operative in there.

Now, certainly we looked for the other days to see if
there was anything. I remember, for instance, that we wrote

dcwn every single license plate that was from the United States,

E 014,
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~thinking maybe this will be connected with Oswald, and that

sort of thing.

Mr. Sprague. Do you know of a Russian agent nameé
Kosta, K-o-s-t-a?

Mr. Phillips. I have heard of that name, but I don't
know what the case is.

Mr. Sprague. Did you ever in any of your CIA work
come across that name as a Russian agent? |

Mr. Phillips. I don't recall it. It is familiar.

Mr. Sprague. What about the name Kostikov?

Mr. Phillips. No, I don't relate that to it.

Mr. Sprague. I have no further questions at this time,
Mr. Chairman.

I think Mr. Brooten may have some.

Mr. Preyer. Would you prefer to ask a few, Mr. T-ore,

or shall Mr. Brooten?

Mr. Thone. I will be very brief. I think Mr. Sprague .

has been very comprehensive.

~Mr. Phillips, there is one link here that doesn't ring
true to this Nebraska farm boy. Maybe I ar just way oZf

base,

Stop me if I don't recite this little part here -- it is

no big deal, but stop me if I am not correct factually.
The visit of Lee Harvey Oswald in your area there was

about eight weeks before the assassination. I think ycur

001444
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best recollection was Septerber 28th or sceething, but I
think there are some other incdications ttat might have occurred
on the 27th, which I don't think is that Izrortant, and that
he was down there for four or five days. at the time, you had
the chief responsibility for the Cubar, what do you call it?

Mr. Phillips. Well, Cubaz targets Is what you call it.

Mr. Thone. Cuban targets. 2né tke testimony, I think,
is pretty extensive that in thke intercep: tkere, that he,

Mr. Oswald, talked about wanting to co to either Russia or
Cuba.

Mr. Phillips. Uh-huh.

Mr. Thone. Not necessarily through Crba to Russia.

Am I correct there, so far, that he michit just want to

go to Cuba?

Mr. Phillips. Yes. There wzs tre zcssibility that

cther wcris, I don't recall

I

he would go to Cuba and/or.
anything that said I must go tc Coba in créer to get to the
Soviet Union. I think mayke It was the Sylivia buran conversa-
tion or something. |

Mr. Thone. My point here czly is t3is Is your area of
responsibility.

Mr, Phillips. Uh-huh.

Mr. Thone. The thouchif *zz% <zis ozrscz rmicht conly be :
geing to Cuba, so of course, wzuo zre rezl Intsrested in it.

Mr., Phillips. Uh-huh.
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Mr. Thone. You reszcnded to Mr. Sprague that until
yesterday, I assure that was from some of these articles or
so, you weren't zware of the fact that the Warren Commission
did not know abctt tkis particular intercept.

Mr. Phillips. fTnet'’s true, sir, or at least if the
Warren Commissicz haé rot been advised that he wanted to
go to the Soviet Cnicn and Cuba.

Am I correct, Ccunsellor?

Yes, I haé always thcught that they had been advised of

T

that. I presumec it kecause I didn't see the papers which wen
from CIA to the ¥arrer Carxrission, but I would presume that -~

Mr. Thone. That is what stumbles this little mind of mini

W

As close as you were tc this particular incident, your area
of responsibility, & 23 year veteran in this whole area, and
as I understand, yct &l Ieen in Cuba yourself some years i
before this.

Mr. Phillips. 7Yes, sir.

Mr. Thone. T=at jycu weren't aware that the Warren
Commission haé nct zeex asvised of this intéfcept.

Mr, Phillips. Xc¢, sir, I was not.

i

Mr, Thone. 3z=2 2t the Schweiker Committee was not !

advised of it, tzz: <=e Czurch Committee was not advised of

it, and that until -zw, t=is Xey intercept was not made
!
available by the CI& tc any ¢f these investigatory agencies, |
!
or inquiries, I szzculld sav? 1

00145y




REPLUGMULEG e wiie HVIULNYS O the N.tlonal ﬂtchiv‘. HSCA (Ro 233
)

R

12

13

[N
[N

r)
wn

112

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, I was not aware that it was not
passed to : them. i had certainly presumed and thought that it
was.

My personal involvement with the Warren Commission was
limited to Mexico, where I believe there were four gentlemen
who came down to Mexico from the Warren Commission ‘and they
talked to us about this, that and the other, and I find it

absolutely incredible to believe that we talked to those

gentlemen from the Warren Commission and didn't tell them akout

this information.

So the fact --

Mr. Thone. Well, it is my understanding from the newspape

accounts -- and you can read lots of things in the newspapers,

(1]
t

of course -- that you are now the President of the CIA Retired:

Association. I assume you are still pretty loyal to that ;

)

organization.

Mr. Phillips. This 1s an organization composed oI

intelligence officers from all services, but I still believe

that intelligence is necessary.

Mr. Thone. So does this Congressman. I think a lot of i

that agency.

But do you think your agency then has been candid with
these official inquiries after the discussion that you and I

have just had here?

Mr. Phillips. ©No, sir. G{qu
{y
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Mr. Thone. And what would you attributé that to?

Mr. Phillips. I would have no explanation or justificati?r
for it.

Mr. Thone. I would like to pursue that some more. I
don't want to impose on the time of the other people here.
Maybe later on we can.

A couple of quick other things.

On this cablegram that Mr. Sprague showed you, and I
think is included as Exhibit 1, the original of that that you
said that you signed off on, whéfe would that be?

Mr. Phillips. At CIA headquarters there should still be

a copy always there.

Mr. Thone. Always.

Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr. Thone. With your initials on it.

Mr, Phillips. No, because the initials would of course
be only on the original copy in Me#ico City. o

Mr. Thone. That is the one I am getting to.

Mr. Phillips. But it would be transmitted, sir,
telegraphically, so Washington would have a telegraphic copy

which does not have initials 'put on in the field.

i
Mr. Thone. But I am getting to that original work copy !

prepared by[ 03 ]
Mr. Phillips. Uh-huh.

Mr. Thore. And you said you remember signing off on it.

COL144¢
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Mr. Thone. And it is also, as I understand it -- correct!

r ;
' ~e iI I am wrong here -- that Mr. Oswald also visited the Russien

exzessy during this period that he was down in Mexico City. |

Ll

Where would that be?

Mr. Phillips. That should still be in Merico if it

were not brought to the United States because of its importance

iz this case, but it certainly should still exist, must
exist.

Mr. Thone. During the period that you had the surveillangd

X4

over the Cuban embassy, I understand you took pictures and
ewrything else, I understand that is pretty routine, were
photegraphs being taken at the same time of the Soviet embassy?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, yes, sir.

Mr. Thone. Maybe that is another inquiry or so.

Do you know whether or not the camera was working?

Mr. Phillips. It was working, sir.

Mr. Thone. The camera was working during the entire
period. You know that of your personal knowledge.

Mr. Phillips. ©No, I don't know of my persoral knowledge.

Mr. Thone. But you know that it was working, that
particular day that it wasn't working over at the other place,
the Cuba.

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, and I base it on the fact that

that picture of that mysterious stranger, as I urderstand it,

{
i
. Wwas taxen on the day of the intercept. |
{

OGidr
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Mr. Phillips. I do not recall, but I have heard since
many times that he made a physical visit to that embassy, but
I did not remember that.

Mr. Thone. Lastly, this -- I have got a one track mind,
I guess -- you mentioned that Mr. Miller of the CIA called
you yesterday and frankly, I am a little upset that the CIA
would talk about this technically or not under your secrecy
charge or so, because I think it is a chilling aspect to your
testimony, if nothing further.

You are a quality person. I am sure it would have no
effect on you. I am not sure that would be true of the
averagek person. You almost remembered tke name of the
staffer he said he was going to call to talk to this about.

If I reviewed some here, would itArefresh your memory?
Was it Mr. Akers, Mr. Brooten?

Mr. Phillips. I am sorry, sir, that who was going to call
now?2

Mr. Thone. Mr. Miller suggested that he was going to
call somebody from this staff here and talk about this thing.

Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr. Thone. Would it have been a Mr. Akers, Mr. Brooten,
Mr, -—-

Mr. Sprague. Could we get responses, Mr. Thone, instead

t of just shaking his head?

Mr. Thone. Yes, 1f you woculd.

0014z,
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Mr. Phillips. I don't recognize any of those as the names

Mr. Thone. Caroline Hansen?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir.-:

Mr. Thone. Jacqueline Hess?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir.

Mr. Thone. Joe Kiehl?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir.

Mr. Thone. Billie Gay Larson?

Mr, Phillips. No, sir.

Mr. Thone. Vivian McFerferson?

Mr. Phillips. No, sir.

Mr. Thone. Patricia Orr?

Mr. Phillipé. No, sir.

Sir, I don't believe he gave me a name. I think he
told me he was contacting, he was going to try to contact:
someone on Mr. Sprague's staff. Ee didn't say --

Mr. Thone. I thought you almost had the name on the
tip of your tongue.

Mr. Phillips. What I was thinking was, I have been talki
for the first time with someone on the staff, with Mr. Feeney.

Mr. Thone. I remember that, butgI think you also
indicated that you knew the other rame that he had in mind.

Mr. Phillips. Sir, I don't, and I don't believe he
mentioned the name, and I think he said I em trying to contact

somecne on the staff. I don't believe he mentiocned it.

LD T
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Mr. Thone. You are sure about that.

Mr. Phillips. 1If he did, it was a name that meant nothing

to re, and I just let it pass.

Mr. Thone. Would it have been a man or a fermale?

Mr. Phillips. I don't recall that it was either, sir.
That is why I am beginning to be quite sure that hé saidg I
am trying to contact Mr. Sprague's staff now, or something
like that.

Mr. Thone. Thank you.

Mr. Preyer. You mentioned the four members from the
Warren Commission came down to talk with you in Mexico after
the assassination.

Mr., Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Preyer. Did they talk with anyone else of the
station down there.

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, they came and of ccurse were
received by Mr. Scott and those people, and they hac mest
of the talking, but then there was fanning out, 2nd soreone
would go to -- one of the persons would talk to screone and
someone to someone else, yes, sir, they did talk to sor: of
a cross section of people asking their questiors.

Mr. Preyer. And you don't recall whether ycu told them

about the intercept or not?

Mr., Phillips. ©No, sir, I don't. t that <ize I wzs

convinced, and up until today, it never occurredé o me =~z+ thisg

0G1g:

I —
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~information was not passed on. I can't figure out why it

shouldn't be.

Mr. Preyer. Did you say anything to them about only

learning of Oswald's activities in Mexico after the assassi-

nation?

Mr. Phillips. 1In the sense of from my own operations, yes.

Mr. Preyer. The newspaper article here implies the CIA
withheld the knowledge from the Warren Commission that it,
the CIA, had any knowledge about Cswald until after the fact
of the assassination.

Did you say anything to the Warren Commission people
along that line, in short, denying the intercept? |

Mr. Phillips. No, sir, because I know that we told

other people in the embassy before the assassination, asking

what I now see is the simple business, that we just know that

a man named Lee Oswald, but my recollection is after the
assassination, when I was talking with Clark Anderson, the ;
FBI Chief, and later, when we went to the Dominiéan Republic
and served together for over a year, and saw each other and
some rather interesting times, never wag there anything from
Clark Anderson to me of gee, now that the Warren Commissicn
is -- now that this is all over, you have never told us the
important thing. I never had any -- I saw him only a few
weeks ago, so this whole cencept that this informaticn was

withheld in anything cther than omission is a little bit more

[E.Y
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than I can handle. I certainly caz’t explain it.

Mr. Preyer. Let me yield tc ¥-. Zrooten now.

Mr. Sprague, you mentiored tkz: 7ot might want to ask
him about these documents that ke zrczckt with him.

Mr. Sprague. I was going to wait tmtil the end of the
questioning.

Mr. Brooten. Mr. Phillips, if ycz éon't understand any
question I ask, just tell me you ccn': tmderstand it and I'
will rephrase it, because we don't wa=:= any mistakes about
it.

With respect to your, or pric:r tz ycur taking over the
Cuban desk of the CIa station in Mexicc, what prior official

involvement had you had with Cuta zz z= zcent or a contractor

(1Y ]

for the Central Intelligence Acencs
Mr. Phillips. I served iz Cuze -= 2%35 ané '56 under
deep cover. That is, I pretenced =z z= - business there. I

left Cuba and returred and served =—=erz “rom the middle of

1958 through '59 to '60, untii I l=I% iz rztker a hurry.
After Mexico I went to the Decminiczz ZFsz-t>lic, and when I
went to the Dominican Republic, I zZeczre z2e Chief of Cuban
Cperations in Washington.

Mr. Brooten. Ncw, pricr <tc Msxiz: wcu Ead keen in Cuba.

Where had you been, specificzllr, 1z luza?

Mr. Phillips. In Havana iz zZ:=h _zz=zicns.

Mr. Breoten. Ancé what sgecifizzl’, ware vour duties?

0014g¥
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Mr. Phillips. I was on the outside, an§ I was involved
in what was, until I became -- until I went inside to the
official cover, as a propaganda specialist.

Mr. Brooten. Now, you testified, I believe, that you
had certain wire intercepts to the Cuban consulate and
Cuban embassy, is that correct?

Mr. Phillipé. Wire intercepts.

Mr. Brooten. Wire, telephone intercepts.

Mr. Phillips. Yes.. We are speaking in Me#ico City.

Mr. Brooten. Yes.

Did they monitor both incoming and outgoing telephone

calls?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Brooten. Did the Soviet wiretaps monitor both
incoming and outgding telephone calls?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, they did.

Mr. Brooten. With respect to this specific transcript,
would there not have been two transcripts, then, one a call

going out of the Cuban embassy, and one, a call coming into

the Soviet embassy?

Oﬁjégbé
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Mr. Phillips. As I recall, there was one transcript, an

incoming telephone call, and then on the same sheet of paper,

outgoing telephone calls. I don't recall that there were

two, one for outgoing and one for incoming.

Mr. Brooten. Well, if you had a tap on all incoming

calls and all outgoing calls for both places, why didn't

you have two transcripts?

Mr. Phillips.

Because it was on

don't tap inside the Embassy; you tap

and so you are literally on the line,

a single line. You
outside the Embassy,

and you've got what's

jand my question is why --

coming both ways.

But if a call went out of the Cuban Embassy

Mr. Brooten.

to Point A, you would have that call intercepted, would you

not?

Yes.

Mr. Phillips.

Mr. Brooten. And if the call came into the Cuban Embassy

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir, if it was one of those phones

that was tapped. ]
Mr. Brooten. All right.
Now, here you have a situation in which you have a call

being placed from one tapped phone :o another tapoed phone,

two intercepts .

Mr., Pnillips. In that case *there j
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if it went to another telephone.

Mr. Brooten. And there should be transcripts of the
two intercepts?

Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr. Brooten. And if there were two intercepts, and your
responsibility was for the Cuban intercept, why then did you
not receive and have primary responsibility for that?

Mr. Phillips. Because it was translated from the

Russian, thus putting it into the Soviet area.
Mr. Brooten. All right, sir.
You stated that one of your duties was to know or you
had a priority, and you testified in response to Mr. Sprague's
question that you wanted to know who the intelligence agents
were, the diplomats and then went on down to the consulars,
you set up a orotocol for that, is that right?
Mr. Phillips. Yes.
Mr. Brooten. All right. o
As part of your duties, was it part of your responsibility
to know who the Cuban intelligence agents were?

Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr. Brooten. And with respect to m[O&], was it his

|

responsibility to know who the Soviet intelligence agents were?:

Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr. Brooten. And did you know who the Cuban intelligence

-

T agents were?
i
+
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Mr. Phillips. Yes. I think our score was probably

90 percent.

Mr. Brooten. All right, sir.

In addition to the wiretaps going both in and out of

the Cuban Embassy, in addition to the photographic surveillance

that you related, how many cameras were there surveilling the

Cuban Embassy and the Cuban Consulate offices?

Mr. Phillips. I never visited this outside installation,

but I recall that there were at least two going at the same

time on some occasions, the Consulate and the Chancery, the

main building, and I believe at one time there might have been

as many as three, but I'm not nositive about that.

Mr. Brooten. All right.

Mr. Phillips. But ideally at least the two, the two

places té cover the two entrances.

Mr. Brooten. On September the 27th and 28th, 1963, do

you have any personal knowledge of how many cameras were

surveilling the Cuban Embassy and Consulate in Mexico City?
Mr. Phillips. I know that one was not surveilling the

Cuban Consulate, and to the best of my recollection one was

still working -- no, Saturday -- no, to tiae best of my

recollection, one was working that day on the Chancery, but

1 I'm not positive.

Mr. Brooten. All right.

0{}1112

Mr. Phillios. I'm not positive perhaps because the other !
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camera had been pulled out -- I don't know:
Mr. Brooten. Now, do you know, of your own personal
knowledge, that the camera was not working, or did you arrive
at the conclusion that the camera was not working because you
did not find pictures for that day?
Mr. Phillips. We arrived at that because when we said
where are the pictures, there was a -- there was some -- there
was a technician who was responsible for things like that, and
said why wasn't it working; well, it was malfunctioning, I
had to pull it out or something like that. He said it was
routine and we accepted that.

Mr. Brooten. Now, you stated that E 03 jwas in

charge of the intercepts.

Mr. Phillips. As I recall, he was the"outside man" who:

| was in charge, yes.

1}

!

|

i

g Mr. Brooten. How long hmﬂ[: 03 :]worked for the
|

i

|

!

Central Intelligence Agency, sir? .

Mr. Phillips. Not too long, because he had retired from

the FBI in Mexico, so three or four years.

Mr. Brooten. Do you know where[ 03 ]is now?

Mr. Phillips. The last I heard, he was in Mexico.

Mr. Brooten. Did you also testify that it was c: 03
]decision to transcribe or not transcribe intercepts?

Mr. Phillips. If I am correct in assuming that[ 03

1kind of sat in there during a good part of the day,
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certainly he is the one they would go to.

Not knowing the operation, it's possible he left it in
charge of one of the Mexican nationals and they decided. Bu£
if there was one of'any real importance, certainly it would
be [ 032 ]and they would await his decision.

Mr. Brooten. All right, sir:

Now, in addition to the telephone intercepticns and in
addition to the photographing surveillance, did you have any -
other types of surveillance inside, any operatives inside the
Cuban Embassy in September of 19637

(Pause.)

Mr. Phillips. Yes, we had [ 24’1

Mr. Brooten. What areas did they work?

Mr. Phillips. EZA']in the administrative area and[24']i.n

me 024 ]

Mr. Brooten. All right.

To whom did they report?

Mr. Phillips. To Bob Shaw. Either directly or indirectly

Mr. Brooten. And Mr. Shaw worked for you? |
Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr. Brooten. Can you identify those people?

Mr. Phillips. Counsellor, may I ask if -- it's the hardesit.

thing in the world to ask an ex-intelligence officer is to

identify people who really, in the Mexican climate, might have

a terribly difficult time if their identities were known. Do
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you feel, gentlemen, that --

Mr. Sprague. Are they still on duty in this assignment?

Mr. Phillips. I don't know, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Well, I am willing, at the moment, to paés
that question up, and if we need it we can get back to that.

Mr. Preyer. I think that would be the wise way to

handle it, since Mr. Phillips would remain under subpoena.

Mr. Phillips. Thank you.

Mr. Brooten. Now, Mr. Phillips, you stated you had
conversations with Mr. Waller, the Inspector General of the
Central Intelligence Agency, yesterday, November the 26th,_
19762

Mr. Phillips. Yes.

Mr. Brooten. Did you record those telephone conversations:

Mr. Phillips. I did not, sir.

Mr. Brooten. Do you know whether Mr. Waller or anyone
at the Central Intelligence Agency recorded those telephoneA
conversations?

Mr. Phillips. I do not, sir.

Mr. Brooten. Now, you also stated that he said that

Mr. Miller, Lyle Miller, the Legislative Counsel, cautioned

2 | you about technical violations of your security agreement, is

that correct?
Mr. Phillips. ©No, sir, that is not completely accurate.

de advised me that I was right, except from the technical

0014,
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standpoint, I believe that is the way he said it.
Mr. Brooten. Do you know what the sanctions are for

violation of that security agreement?

Mr. Phillips. As I understand it, there are no enforcable
laws.
Mr. Brooten. Now, with respect to[ 03 ]arid
(: 'C)Ei :], you stated that ghe had a previous background
in Soviet work.

Do you know what her prior posts were?

Mr. Phillips. No, I do not.

Mr. Brooten. Do you know what Mr[ 03 ]prior posts
were? .

Mr. Phillips. I don't recall.[ o3 ]worked for
me again -- worked for me when I became[_ 27 : ] in
[ (6"’ \7 , ]at a later date, but that was subsequently.
Mr. Brooten. Do they have a background in Soviet

intelligence?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, they did.

Mr. Brooten. Did[ 03 ]ever tell you that she had
any contact, either directly or indirectly with Marina

Prusakova, the wife of Lee Harvey Oswald, while they were in

| the Soviet Union?

ine

{

l Mr. Phillips. No, she did not.

i

| Mr. Brooten. Did [ .02 jever tell you that?
|

i

Mr. Phillips. ©No, he did not.
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Mr. Brooten. Do you k=cw whether either E Vo X3

’ )
O?: ] haa any contact, either directly or indirectly, with
either Lee Harvey Oswald or his Russian wife prior to their

the United States?

Phillips.
Brooten.

Phillips.

Brooten. -- at thaz time.
That Joseph Picolo wo: -d for you and he was replaced

bY[_ 03

Do you know the whereazouts today of Robert Shaw?

Phillips.

Brooten.

Phillips.

Brooten.

Phillips.

headquarters.

Brooten.

Phillips.

Brooten.

Phillips.

You statec that Robert Shaw worked for you -L

]

No, I éz not.

Yes.

He was in the Washington area the last I
Is he still with the Central Intelligence

Yes.

Do you k-ow the whereabouts of [; (735

5

He is i- Washington at the Washington
Do you k-cw the whereabouts of Joseph

I do nc=.
Do you x-3w the whereabouts ofI; 03 :}L

He has re-ired from the CIA and lives in

OQIQJ;
5
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Mr. Brooten. Do you know the whereabouts of Allen White?

Mr. Phillips. He is retired from the CIA and lives in the

Mr. Brooten. Do you know the whereabouts of[ 03
. !

0z |

Mr. Phillips. No.

Mr. Brooten. Do you know whether or not they are still

Mr. Phillips. I believe that they still are. I heard
that he was talking about retirement, but I believe that they
still are.

Mr. Brooten. Do you know the whereabouts of Ann Goodpasture

Mr. Phillips. Yes. She is retired and living in Dallas,

Texas.

Mr. Brooten. Now, you stated that the information was
circulated to the local FBI agent.

Who was that person?

Mr. Phillips. Mr. Clark Anderson.

Mr. Brooten. Was Mr. Clark Anderson a Legal Attaché at
the American Embassy at that time?

Mr. Phillips. He was.

Mr. Brooten. You stated he worked with you in the Dominice:
Republic in 1965, 1is that correct?

Mr. Phillips. VYes.
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Mr. Brooten. And that he did not mention to you that you

had withheld any information from him?

Mr. Phillips. No. Of course, if it had been successful,

he wouldn't have known that it would have been withheld.

Mr. Brooten. That's my point.

Mr. Phillips. Also, it's inconceivable to me that we
didn't talk about Oswald, but it's possible.

Mr. Brooten. Do you know his whereabouts today?

Mr. Phillips. Yes. He s retired in San Antonio, Texas.

Mr. Brooten. And when did you last see him?

Mr. Phillips. Oh, two and a half months ago, two months

ago.

Mr. Brooten. Mr. Chairman, I have no further gquestions
at this time.

Mr. Preyer. All right, Mr. Brooten.

Mr. Sprague.

Mr. Sprague. Mr. Phillips, you mentioned that you had a
document with you, and I think the question has to be asked.
since we only learned last night that apparently you were

working on a book, a question obviously arises when people are

? working on books, whether they are attempting to do something

to get themselves in the public limelight to aid in the
sale of that book. So there are a couple of guestions I would
like to ask ycu if I may.

Mr. Thone. I think it's most appropriate. i 1.
: 00145,
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Mr. Preyer. Sure.

Mr. Sprague. You have the transcript of that portion of

the book with you that refers to the area we have been talking

about.

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Would you be willing to turn that over to
us so that we can examine it? We will not at this time delay
this hearing. If we decide to put it in the record, we will
put it in the record and we will get it back to vou.

Is that all right with you?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

In addition, I have the deletions as requested by thé
CIA when the bookrwas cleared.

Mr. Sprague. Now, that is the question I wanted to
start asking.

Now, this book that you are talking abcut, can you

just describe in general what it encompasses?

Mr. Phillips. .Well, it is a chronological and geographic

story of 25 years of my intelligence career.

Mr. Sprague. And when did you commence writing this
book?

Mr. Phillips. 1In June of 1975.

Mr. Sprague. Have ycu ever written any tocks previous

to that?

Mr. Phillips. I haven't written any bocks, though I

00144
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have written a number of plavs, stories.

Mr. Sprague. Is this bock now completed?
Mr. Phillips. It has teen completed for some time,
sir.

Mr. Spragque. And do yct have a publisher for it?

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir. It is being actually printed now.

Mr. Sprague. When Gié you submit this to the CIA for
apparently clearance?

Mr. Phiilips. I subzmitted some of the chapters very
early. I wanted to send twc chapters and an outline to
Néw York so that the publiskers could decide whether they
wanted the book. Sc there fis a total of ten chapters, ana
I sent two, and ther three, z=d thern it was finally only

cleared about three rortts a:z3.

Mr. Sprague. wzen wzs It that ycu commenced your inter-

-

views with Mr. Kessler ¢Z =tz Washircton Post?

Mr. Phillips. Aabout a zcnth ago.

Mr. Sprague. What I-iIfiztec those contacts that gave
rise to the story?
Mr. Phillips. Ee czllzZ me.

Mr. Sprague. ¢ ycu x=cw bkcw that came about at all?

Mr. Phillips. I dcz’t <-ow. I can surmise that perhaps
he saw me on a televisico sZcow cr was aware -- I give
lectures around the ccunizy Z-ecrently, and there is often

newspaper publicity. Scz= ¢ tzat =ay have reached him.

00145
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But I can only surmise.

Mr. Sprague. With regard to the book, when you commenced
this book, was it part of your artrangements to get CIA
Elearance on the book?

Mr. Phillips. Well, I didn't say anything to them and
it never occurred to me that I wouldn't. I planned to do
it.

Mr. Sprague. We will look at those chapters.

I take it that the CIA, going through your book, asked
you to excise certain parts of it.

Mr. Phillips. Yes, sir.

Mr. Sprague. Which you then did, and you have for us
those things that they have requested you to excise.

Mr. Phillips. That is correct, sir.

Mr. Sprague. You know, the question does arise as to
whether or not it is some advantage to you to be getting the
kind of publicity that emanates by this kind of story appearing
in the Post and media out there.

Now, could you give me some corments about the sort cf

change in terms of the comments to the media and what you

say here. Has this thing somewhat for your part been thought
!

of for purposes of the advantage to you? |

Mr., Phillips. I was formerly an actor before I was a

playwright, and there is no question that I have some sense

of publicity. Having sold this book, I obviously want it to

0014,5n
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'be successful, cre reason being that I have five more kids
to serc throuck ccllegce. So there is no question that I am
lookirzs for az ccportunity to get publicity, which will help
with tZe Ebock.

There is zbsolutely no question, at the same time, that
I wist tfat trhis publicity would not be a part of it. The
inferezce that can be drawn by some readers that I might
have plawed a rcle in a coverup of the murder of one of my
Presidernts distcrbs re a great deal, and my children. So I
assure yct ttat this publicity was spontaneous and unwelcome.

¥-. Sprague. I assume we are about to adjourn short{y.
You unierstand that testimony in executive session is not to
be discussed anywiere.

¥-, FhiZ’ips. I éo understand, sir.

¥-. Eprazue. CTEere can be no direction to you not to
discuss wiatsver ycu want to, however, with others, the
news reciz, witk Zriends and others, but I would like to make
the reztest — 1t is not official from the Committee -- that
while ve zre Investicating this matter, and hopefully at some
point trcwmztly we can have an appropriate public hearing, I
reguest 7TI =2t tc discuss anything with anybody.
sgrest, Mr. Chairman, that this witness remain
urcer sifgcezz totil Zurther call of the Subcommittee.
Mr. Sprague, the Chairman agrees with

vour Tzgzest oI tfe wlizess, and will repeat that as coming

CO14.¢
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from the Committee, and I take it that Mr. Thpne agrees with
me on this, that matters discussed in Executive Session shoulg
not be discussed.

And you will consider yourself as remaining under the
subpoena until further notice.

Is there anything further that we need?

I want to thank you, Mr. Phillips, and I thank all of you
members of the staff, working well beyond their lunch hour
on a Saturday, which I hope the record would duly note.

The Committee stands adjourned.

(Whereupon, at 1:52 o'clock p.m., the Subcommittee

recessed subject to the call of the Chair.)
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