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C;?I%e commlttee met at- 2 45 p.m., in ﬁbom 22&7, Rayburn

House OfflceBulldlng, the Hone&abée Thomas N. Downlng

"jf Present: Representatlves Downing (pre51d1ng), Gonzalez,,

‘McKinney,'Preyer, Thone, Stokes, Anderson, and Fauntroy,»

_Also Present: Rlchard A. Sprague, dhlef/Counsel and

/
Chlef Researcher.-
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99Whing. Tﬁe_cbmmittee will come tO'orderf
L'Mr. Spragué;;thé néxt time we have one of these
exédﬁtive'meétings,er. McKinhey'made What I think is.ah 
eXééiient suggeétion £T that Whén‘we‘go.into‘executive é¢$$ioh;
We»find sbmé suitéble room'fhét wé caﬁ adjourn to, tovééer on '
the éx§cutive session, and WekmxﬂfhaVe this delay. L
  Mr, Sprague.‘ Mr. Chairman, I think it would be a grea£ v
'idéa.to try to have an alterﬁate room to move to.  v : |
'Chairmén Downing. NowQFWill’everybody invﬁhe fo6ﬁ;ﬁ§t“1 '

é.member of this committéé-staff identify themselveS?i?'37

ng. Huttoh. E. Mf,ﬁuﬁﬁon, the‘ﬂ%airman's étaff.?i;f
.  Mr. Levin. ‘Jay.B;‘LéQin,‘Cbngressmaﬁ Doddfsbéﬁaff:f- 1

’1- &§; Caldwell. Boﬁniéféélaweli, Congressmaﬁ Gghéalé%flﬁ

statt. | |

B Mr. Burgess. 'Quentih Burgess from Congrésswoﬁah Y§ohné_

Bﬁfké's office.

'*f Mr. Harvey. Percy Harvey, from Congreséman Ford's'Staff;i

?>Mr._Spring. Hank Spring, from Mr. McKinney's staff.f”
Chairman Downing. All right. Close the doors. -

'Lf  Mr. Sprague, suppose you begin‘your presentétioﬁf‘ﬁ:}

p66459. Page 4 .




, o
.?i‘iél
”:lft14

376

A2/ STATEMENT OF RICHARD A. SPRAGUE, CHIEF coUNsEL"AND'fT
DIRECTOR

‘tf7ﬂ¥r. Spague. Mr. Chairman,.before I commence that}:may

I bring up two other matters, first, on which I wduldTlike‘
tgﬁéet some'directioh from the committee.

-:”‘ Ae I understand it, there isvgeihg to be anotherlﬁeetihg 
ef'tﬁie eommittee for purposes of presentation'ef:the&tepert

gthat w1ll be submltted to the Congress, this Congress.~3:ti

lﬁﬁchairman Downlng.( That meetlng will be next Frlday, at

;logﬁi‘a m., that is the 17th- of December, at a place to be
'de01ded. | | L

’iikMr. McKinney. Mrttéteirman; could we hate”it~et;fir:5"
130 oclocks ould anybody object? Ts it going to be a long
'ﬁeeting? | ’ L e

‘-’{ Mr. Spragﬁe. ITWoﬁld ﬁot think so.

}e;Mr.‘McKlnney.t I flnd myself in an embarraeSLng pesitlen £7'1
;belng tanklng member of the‘Economlc‘Stablllzatlons CGMknﬁéc,‘
tBlll'Moerhead has moved the steel price meetlngs threeé;fﬁ.e
'times to accommodate the Minority side of the;alele.""i;'b

A,:vCheirman Downiné° I certainly have né objé¢£iog‘tod;}5
il?ﬁl o} clock Anybody else? | o

The commlttee w1ll then meet at lﬁﬂ' o clock . That is- B

"eFfiday, December 17.

tf;ttMr; Sprague. What I wqula like to bring_to thel}f'

zattention>of the committee, if I may, there is‘a‘question;,
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fin'myfmind, as yoﬁr chief counsel, with regard to the present
L ‘ o .

'{reSOlution that exists concerning the authkity as the base

for this committee to operate on. There is in my opinionv
a. grave questlon of constitutionality, not with regard to'
_the ablllty of the Congress to be 1nvest1gat1ng, but w1th
regard to the way in which the resolution that presently ;c
exists is worded.
SO , = ) S RN S
S g?Frankly, because of that, I have seen that no suba&ena;
QWas issued that was other than what I call a friendlyhiﬁ}ffhf
'suboéena, because I ‘did not want to get in the posture where'ta
‘someone was attacklng 1t and taklng us into court on the,{_j :
R A =
conStitut;ona;/base-that exists.

And what I am seeking guidance on - I would‘like to'd

/

'be able to preéent to the ‘committee, at the next se551on,

P

fa sort of preamble to the resolutlon statlng what I submlt

7w0uldAbe thevappropriate basis for this investigation,‘soethat

;‘?if and when the matter of the constitutionalityjarises,'We:‘ah

}Eare properly and fully bottomed. But T would'notrdofthatddﬁiesa
‘iglven such dlrectlon by the commlttee. s S
"Chairman Downing. Well, I think-if.anybquestiohteristsf
*ih your mind as to.the constitutionality ofetheuéectiohdof{r}d
vthetresolution;‘certainly youishouid-draft‘a‘preamhiefvaiood'ﬁit
:a.prooosed resolution} which will,’of cohrse;;hatehto be{,;h‘f
:suhmittedbin the next seasion of Congress.,.

‘Mr. Sprague. At the next session I would like to present |

"66459 Pageﬁ B
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Whatvi think will be a preamble there which I think‘weuldf
4theh save this resolution, the wording of it, from.subseqhent
etteck.v

.697.Mr. Thone. Does this come down to whether or not‘that

reeolution directs itselfeﬁyﬁw@u 5 ?;Wm &% enough to
e'legislative purpose?

| Mr. Sprague. Legislative and oversight purpeses;dheeaﬁse
?lthihk there would be problems the way it is preeehtlfttrv
worded. e
':i;f‘MrriGenzalez.: Mr. Chairman, let me'give you'e;iittlehj”
‘hietery, because this is something that botheredkmeiet}i7:’
theiﬁery beginning. ’ ‘ , o SR

‘i;The wording thet‘finally.resulted in this reseiutioh;i
was very hastlly prepared presented to me by the/¢lerk of

;the Rules Commlttee. I ralsed the point 1mmed1ate1y, and he

e ,said, "This is_whatvI have been ordered to arrange_f'

uDdryoﬁ have any euggestions?"
t’ti Well, there was onetsentence that I knewbwee etdfiretf’
'hIQSh Qiolative’;} "So ecratch that out." And i eeidf’hT‘

nfﬁe rest I have my doubte, but my gosh, you want thls 1n.u
ﬁteday; sd you can have something to meet on'tomorroﬁg - And that
flS the way it got submitted.

”‘fd{'Now, I didn't ask him what the hlstory of the draftlng
'hedbbeen when he presented it. But since then,313have beenr

,gdinqvinto that. And I for one would be veryfgrateful iftyoui

66459 Page 7 .
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would because ‘we may wish to think of the procedure we
may‘want to follow on in Ja;eezy,

'7§?q&us was e simple House resolution. We may wish
to file another for the sake of having immediate full Heuse
consideration, so as to not lose too much time. Andrih‘that
respeeﬁ, T am.trying"toget the picture from the Parliementerian.
So I for one would be very grateful if youyweeld;faed we
coﬁld look‘it over next week. | | L

Chairman Downing. Without objection, counsel is =
E S . o

Apase

‘directed to draft a preamble and/or a resolution for presenta-

tion at the next meeting of the committee.
'-i Mr. McKinney. Mr. Chairman, Cdngressman*Dodd eoﬁ1d not

benhere today, because he had to go back te Connecticut;u‘

¢He asked me if I would make sure the counsel. F&Eﬁe& keep in-

retained 'H"eo "Pr/"’)
mavessealyiinistg of looklng 1nto the othe

;assa551nat10ns. He is not suggestlng we should but he feels

at 1east»put,.5

‘fé §rotective hold on materials pertaining to other:politicalv

 assassinations.

 Mr. Sprague. Mr. Dodd so advised me. And the other .

matter that I would want to bring to the atteﬁtion,df,the

committee -~ although we are reviewing it %}'there'has been

A

a letter submitted by the Civil Liberties Union”inAChieagb'

| requesting that we look into what they allege is the assassina-

‘tion of two people of the Black Panthers.

cId:34p66453 - Page 8
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,~Qﬁ:¥r, Anderson. Is that the Fred Hampton case?

==

Mr. Sprague. Yes, it is, sir. We are in the process of

at least looking that material over. And if I may at the

Ci)  577f'» 4 || next session I will at least prepare a summarization

with a recommendation to the committee.

ﬂ»Chairmdn Downing. All right. That will be fine. £

ST ~ .. Mr. Sprague. The next housekeeping chore thatvI5 
731 just want to bring to the attention of the committeénis this:
It has been suggested that assuming this investigétionﬁ_ .

proceeds, and that there are hearings, that they'areypn@sucﬁ”;

a histdrical,note that either we arrange for a videdtaping -

VQf'thém,,just the keeping of them as a permanent'fecord,”~

\ _f;;i. 13. of méke arfangements with the news media, who qndoﬁbtéélyf“
7]4‘ bwill.be televisiné them, for obtaining their recéids- wf }" ang o]
jICjﬁSt throw‘that out,‘becausekl.do ndt kno&_whatffourb; fﬂ‘n
;thgﬁghts'are on thét} | | |
| Chairman Downing;l Are y§ﬁ talking aboﬁtfyvidéoﬁépiﬁéff
.§f £h§ entire éession? . s
er; Sprague. Of whét is our public heafings;;whé£§; 
wiﬁﬁeéges are presented. : |
 :’Chairman bowning; All right.
Mr. Sprague. I_amunot making any reédmﬁendatioﬁ;l I
Lam;just bfinging it to youf attenﬁion.
‘Chairmaﬁ Downing.:.That-is not a matter ﬁé_ha?exfd;fesol§e

'right now. All right.

HW 50955 Docid:33P66459  Page 9 -
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“;f§?l¥r. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, with regarQAto the inyesriga;
'tion in more derail than we have gone into, I wouidAsrart with
the'Keanedy'asSassination.

-1£ has eome to our attention that in the area of the'
-flndlng of the bullet which allegedly went through Pre51dent
{Kennedy and through Governor Connally, the follow1ng srtuatlon
.atuleast’had,ex1sted= | |

The‘bullet was found on a srretcher in the Parrianééa‘-
_Hospltal., The seéuence of events was that uéohrrheishoerihé}.‘
_the bodles of President Kennedy and Governor Connaliy wéré'a
rushed to the Parkland Hospltal - President Kenaedy wasmonj :
‘a stretcher wheeled 1nto what is calledjﬁrauma/ﬁoom Ne;bi;5“

: Governor Connally 1nto ‘a room right across from that

Trauma_Room No. 2.

" president Kennedyﬁsecondition was such that there wasli
‘nothing further that would or could be done.,'However?jGorerner

‘Cenﬁally was within a short space of time wheeled out ef;,

‘?Qauha‘gbom No. 2 down a hallway to an elevator and{upffwé‘.'
iTrffvlg fflights to a holding room for subsequentleperatiOn.aﬂ 5‘7“

Now, the stretcher that President Kennedyﬁhad,beeann:~-

at some point was taken from/frauma/R6om No.'l,‘aadetaken:ﬁf*
adewhtthis same hallway,land placed against the wall;lreally
7jﬁet”before this elevator that goes from the basement to -

Tthe?second floor.

SD‘!!S

| 3 P-myTﬂfg

HW 50955 nhqla:aﬁzﬁﬁisgf3Pagéeiﬂ_g?j‘”~




e 0 :

S

ol
“"5v;ﬁéuti%£ret¢ﬁer,
Vﬂ??uéfl

¥ 50955 DocId: 3

‘stretcher was brought}back to the elevator

fthe wall,

1} So you had,

‘]2 |

382
'92 An elevator operator, called an engineer, was-giuen‘the
assignment of operating that elevator on this particular-day,

That operator took the stretcher of Governor Connally which

W'is said somebody had wheeled back there to the elevator after

S _ R
Governor Connally had been taken to the second floor 7rhthe :

.':Thatioperatori

Tsaid he'then took the elevator'with the stretdher down:to~the!~

:basement floor where Pre51dent Kennedy's stretcher was agalnst

and the operator‘Sald he took the Connally“stretcher;

',iwheeled-lt out and placed it next to the,KennedY”étrétCher;

as he testified,xthe_Kennedy‘stretCher'hextfto

thefwall' outwardly of the Governor Connally~stretoher; That

w1tness testlfled before the Warren Comm1551on and he testl—:

lfled that the bullet he found which was the bullet that wash

:A ! LT
»at least alleged to be this one bullet ;f I thlnk you remem-“

‘ber the plctures 1n“termS“of the condltlon of that‘bullet—2? )

Tallegedly went through Pre51dent Kennedy and Governor Connally.

:That bullet thlS w1tness sald he’ found on the stretcher that
ﬁas next to the wall Wthh would ‘be President Kennedylsﬁgun
and there were blooay sheets.there; He éégéegéilfh)
»élea:hefore thevWarreh Commission. |

. Obviously if that testimonj in fact is true;uit does cre¥7

'ateﬁahproblem as to how this bullet which allegedlywwentffrom‘;

“KehheGY‘to Connally ends'up on President Kennedy'sistretcher;f»'

... The Warren Commission in their examination of this witness

266459 Page 11 . .
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‘drew,the conélusion that, yes, he did find this bullet, but
he was mistaken as to which stretcher he found it on. He

drew that conclusion because in the questioning of that w1t—

‘ness they describe these stretchers as)gtretcher A, #tretther

fB and perhaps could,gtretcher B have been in a certaln,posl—

»tienfand the testimony was generally presented.

Our reading of it is there is an indication Of'the&Witfﬁ
'neésagetting confused. In any eVent, the witﬁeés endedldpig;

saying he was not sure on which stretcher it waszound'and:5§j

| ﬁthereiafe other~peop1e»th said the mass of bloody sheetsﬁfﬁf“

fWereﬁnetaon‘the Kennedyietretchef'against the haiitﬁﬁﬁféh?ffﬁv”
;thehéonnally streteher outwards; so the Warren cOﬁ@iss;oﬁfcpn;*‘
clnded this bullet had to“be’feund'on the Connaiiiget;eteher;eg,‘;
'h:i’sayhthis becanse obVieusly the questien agfﬁéfﬁhétf?fﬁ
‘hu11etiWhere, whoSe etreteher}ceuld be of>seneinnettance:y?:
7[f§'A'hufs¢ came fotnardvan&:told us that shéfﬁa; ;'é£§aeﬁf;;
’nutee‘there on that particular dayialengIWith anether §é£ééﬂﬁ:‘
}ehefnamed ae well, and she relates how they had been in the |
/ffauma/éoom No. l with President Kennedy and then comlng out it

11n the hallway to go up this elevator upstalrs at a p01nt 'u

fafter Governor Connally had been wheeled out of.Trauma Roomf5"

.. This lady, another young lady who we have:fennd out wheren1

?she”is‘%% unfortunately this gets into locatingfwitnesses;lshe~"

‘iéieVef in Africa somewhereh;% neither of these tWo“people‘hadjﬁ
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ever been questioned by anybody from the day of the event -
until this young lady came forth to us.

9?Her explanation ;% I did ask her, "What is it that moti-

: _ \ . .
{] vated you to come forth to us after 13 years?" -y her response

7y and we have talked to her directly, I have as well, and

- : T | .
|| ‘there is nothing kooky about: this person = is she frankly

thought initially some agencj-of law enforcement would*gét,
to her at some point because she is on the record as working -
~that day} there is nothing secret, and in the cQurseadf,~f’

time when nobody did she just kind of felt that guilt that

\‘she hadn't said anything; and that has bothered her éVef éihce.

' In any event what she relates to us is important from .
two standpoints, in our review of the thor¢ughnesé of the in- .

-Vestigative effort that existed previously, it is‘Cettainly"f ;

I would say surprising that since the~importancél6f"£hat one

;builet>énd where it was found becomes such an:iSSue9£}fit .
was an issue even back then i there would not have been an -

effort to find out each and every person that was present-at

_thé‘hospital who perhaps saw this and interview them for .

‘whatever they would say. It does raise some.question in,térmS"
of thoroughness in the rush to get the‘priorfinvespigation f
‘done.

- She relates as she came down the hallwayiwith_her Sﬁu%f;v’f

"‘,dent'nurse friend to go to the elevator there Was'ag that j'

»ﬁime’only'one'stretcher, and that was the‘StretcherJnext-toi'"

T:p

266459 Page 13 ..
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the wall. Whether this means that Governor Connally's strétcher“i

‘had not yet been brought back or there was a later period in

time we are in the course of investigating, but she relates

‘that the one stretcher that was there with bloody éheéﬁs‘oﬁv
:that stretcher was the stretcher against the wall; éndign

_Ehat stretcher she doés see‘AVSingle 5ullet.

i}.‘ZVObviously if in fact this is the same bullet that she‘

 has spoken about, if in fact it is the Kennedy stretchéf,iraises

.a question. This is an.area we are in the process of investi-

gating at the moment.

The second area that at the moment wé‘have been doing somé'

"ldoking into ihvolves éﬁ allegation that concerné Wi#etépping '
 £§ the CIA in Mexico wheré they picked up conversaﬁibﬁéféf;x;i1'
Tdswald. Suffice it to say ;- here again, I gﬁess §é:h;§é‘ﬁ§;;g
 pu£ it in context }} the CIA had testified beforeyfbé-Wa¥;énil

Commission of no prior contact with Oswald known tobthemtprior 

to the‘assassinatiéh until they then checked the,récofdsJafter

the assassination and stated that they found a conversation‘
ffhat Oswald had had in Mexico with the Russian Embassy prior

_to the assassination, and they dug this out‘postfassaSSinétion.

That has been their position ever since. ,The‘contentiOnff

here is that in fact there was more contact byfthé CIA with‘ 

Oswald than what they have disclosed.

A former CIA agent named Phillips was repbrted in the;147

press to have made some statements which if true were contrary

W 50955 Docld:33p66459 Page 14
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‘to. what the CIA had publicly said before the Warren Commis-
"sion. We brought that former CIA agent Phillips beforé?én
executive session of the Kennedy Subcommittee, and'itfwas

‘chaired by Mr. Preyer, and Mr. Thone, and took Mr; Phi1iips'

testimony under oath.

%?The substance of the testimbny by Mr. Phillipsl;f;and:we :

have - the transcript; it is available ;% is as folléwsya This

vcould'perhaps be of some importance. Mr. PhillipsASaid that”

prior to the assassination of President Kennedy thewCIAJmain—

ftained a surveillance opefatioﬁ in Mexico City'of-tﬁétCubén 

and Russian é;bassies. ‘The unit that was responsiblé»fof::

surveillance of knowing what was_going on in the Cuban Embassy

was headed by Mr. Phillipé, a Mr; was'responsiblé'for 

knowing what was going on in the Soviet Embassy; 1bé¥ff

ing a CIA agent.

In addition, the CIA maintained a wiretap operation and.

‘they were wiretapping’what;calls were coming into the Cuban
énd Russiaﬁtéaﬁassies, and'they'also had bugs in thé»Cuban
Embassy and 'were picking up some conversations in the Cuban -

Embassy .

The way in which this operation ran was that the inter-

cept unit, if I can use that word, would monitor these conver-

sations. They would have avrecording going on of thééé;cOnVér—.

"sations goiﬁg into the Cuban and Russian’é%bassies.l.Theré1WOuld

i

be a personﬁlistening to them as they were being recorded,   o




10

o

18

19

22

cIa operation in Mexico. Mr.

“script and if it wasva wiretap of a call into the RuSsian .

'that to Mr. Phillips.
';; ' 'Vf'&f 5 -Phillips to
O 13

;fﬁf~i4_‘;the Cuban unit and

Qprepared by either Mr.

rbuted‘back to Mr.

~to;that particular intercept,

387

that after these conversations were recorded they were then

"taken to either a Spanish or a Russian interpretor who would

then translate these recordings and they would be typed up.

€27Upon being typed up, these transcripts would be ‘sent to a
- Win

Mr. Wﬁﬁn Scott, who though not in a technical sense in command

‘of that operation in fact was the person whO'was‘running‘the

Scott wouldvreview“thegtran—d

Embassy, he would forward that transcript to Mr.v ,If

1t were a w1retap going into the Cuban. Embassy,,he would send :

.If it involved both,

it would go:from ’

or vice versa,

,) The procedure upon the transcrlpt g01ng to Phllllps at

at the Ru351an was then to advrsei#

other -agencies of government, such as the FBI, State Depart—

ment, concernlng that 1nformatlon if it was s1gn1f1cant

In matters that were more unigque, a cablegram would-bef'

or Mr. Phllllps, Wthh would begf

Scott, and if he approved 1t that cablegram

(‘:would then be sent advising CIA Headquarters in Washlngton as:

that belng'done 1n.the-more |

unusual situation. ' - S

. He also testified that these transcripts, the recordingsl

Lthemselves, normally were destroyed not by just-aﬂdestruce‘

o o . . . ] L SRR |
‘tlon>;r‘nothlng'ulterlor in that sense -- but'by a reuse of . - .

A




éi |

s
"'5Tl*f?°
~f?f;}1e
;ihi;?zf

'HHF§D§5ﬁ»,bd¢Id:q

388
these records after they had been transcribed.
C;?Envresponse to a guestion, would there not be a period

of time to hold a recording for the transcript to be reviewed

and'perhaps a decision being made, that there mlght be a need

‘to keep that recordlng itself, Mr. Phllllps sald yes, but .

what that period of time would be and whether there was any

»formal order, dlrectlve, he_Was not prepared to say I sug—

fgeSted to him, “What if we plcked up a conversatlon 1n whlch ’

someone was calllng and threatenlng to,say, assa551nate a“"

congressman, would there not be a decision somewhere:tofhold

that tape, you might want to use that for evidehce, maybeftd
identify a voice or something?"
He said, "Yes, we would."

'“What was the crlterla that you would use 1f you heard

that an Amerlcan was trying to get out of the country7 Would

that be a matter to keep9“r_

He_was not»prepared.to say. .
:f_In any event, what Mr. Phillips saidvhappened>speeificaiiy

in regard to Oswald was there was an intercept of‘a COnversa~7t

‘tlon by Oswald to the Russian Embassy, and Oswald was in fact 3
'cal;ing from the Cuban Embassy.v Mr. Phllllps sald that to thet’“'

_best of his recollection -~ and there is no,doubt_as to:fhe"“

M . ; o

VfirStgpart of this o one part of that conversation was'Osweld;
"advising the Russians that he wanted to get‘outhgfpthis coun-

try, that he wanted to get to Cuba, and then~to,Russia;'

b2661459 Page 17 . .
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-aid in getting out of the country.

389
.§9~Mr. Phillips stated what I would consider in an Unsatis;
factory;fashion,‘a’rambling fashion, that it was hisvfeeliné
from the way in which the words appeared in the transcript
that-Oswald}was indicating that the Russians perhaps ought_te
be talking to him‘and that they perhaps ought to{bive him’some
Ilsay to»youhI feel that
Mr. Phllllps sald it without any degree from my standp01nt of
authorlty but that thlS ‘was an attempt to get out. of the coun~
try is clear. | ”
Ver. Phillips states that as a result of that.é% and»that
” (

transeript came to him first'and then went on to Mri ';7

there ‘were two things that‘he noted, that in this transeript it
referred to the fact that Oswald was speaklng poor Ru551an

and there were notatlons typed on here of the poor quallty of -

vthe Russian that was being spoken, typed on the transCrlpt,ﬁ's

and some other comments.

' As a result, Ph'llips testified that cablegram‘was pre-

pared by Mr. sighed by Mr. submittedstderff'

Phillips and signed by Mr. Phillips, to then be’givehdtQ_Mr.5

\Scott to be sent to CIA H%adquarters in Washingtoh»hecause.f“““

thlS 1nformat10n put it in a more unusual category

That cablegram states Mr. Phllllps spec1flcally stated

,that they had plcked up this 1nformatlon that Oswald was tryrngﬂ

'to get out of the country, seeklng a visa to go to Cuba and

then on to Russia; That becomes of some significance,because_!h”
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the cablegram that in fact was sent by the‘Mexicah stetion'
to.Washington oﬁits that and the cablegram that in féqt;was'
_seht from the Mexican station to Washington metely states”that
osweld was contacting the Soviet.Embassy and was inéuiiihor-
3 Whether they had‘received a_response to a telegramAthat:he.
had;sent, whether the‘interceoted messages of Oswald caiiing‘
the Sov1et Embassy was his 1nqu1ry about a telegram,Abut that
1sv1nvedd1tlon to the transcrlpt to which I have made refer—‘
1enoe._ | |
5l§y‘We have asked Mr. Phllllps, "Are You poSitivefthat éhéf--
oablegram that you prepared was alertlng Washlngton thet thls
shpbosed American was trylngkto get out of the country;“~he,
said,'ers;“ He is'absolutely sure as to that;,' |

. ~‘"bo youbhave,any eXplanation for the cablegram thétJQas;f
ihtfact sent?" | . | .

>:t~His response wés that it seems to him itﬁwouldsbé;ééts”'
"bofvnegligence by a»number of people or.e deliberetendeoisiono
'h?‘a person not to hevevthat informetion conveYed{lAtih. |

The second aspect of Mr. PhllllpS' testimonYhthetiis'oftb

some”s1gn cance %F these are areas that were 1nvestigated'br1ng-
,ihg:up tO’date this is what we are d01ng>£r 1n’th;s same_cab}e~;
‘éfem'that Mr. Phillips‘said.was'prepared was4a>aesofiption:ofi
ehihmerican seen'goiné‘intoxthe\Russian Embassysonstherdete:”
“§5 £hi§ intercept. This descriptionyir we thouoht thetltterf;;’;

ature has caused numerous problems because it is corceded by. -
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everybody that the photograph that the CIA used in the~descrip¥
tion is of a person who is not Oswald. The CIA has since said
o e Ve, .
they made a mistake. The person who pmt the description. thought
this was Oswald. - What is important here, however, is that thé

' ! . . g L N
CIA records o even this transcript, Mr. Phillips' testimony ”E
is that the’person was not in any way related to Oswald gding

into the Russian Embassy that day but he was in the Cuban

Embassy and the question has arisen if they are‘senaiﬁgva f

description of the person_that day who.made>£hat céll;-WHj "
vdid.they give a description‘which in fact £ﬁrns‘6ﬁﬁ;£$£ éé:b§¥“
éh'accurate aescription'bfiéomebody‘who ié enﬁefiﬁgAﬁﬁe;i;??,

vSéviét Embassy whenvtheir’information is he is éﬁﬁé££ﬁgi£hé f"

Cuban Embassy in which they had a surveillance'dperationﬁiﬁf_v

,f;cy I did ask Mr. Phillips, "Well, did you make‘ahylgttémpt*ﬂu 

:to ask’your'people who made the surveillance bn'thé;égban ¥}-y
EmbasSy at thaf time? What pibtures did théy‘tékeékﬁpegbie.xr
:ééihglintb the Cuban EmbéésY?g'What were yourlsﬁfVéillé#;é %é;f
éofﬁs?"' | | | .

.vAnd he said, "No, wevdid not."”

-"Why not?"

_ ‘He ﬁad no‘response..

'fdf ;The sequel to that, of course, is apparentlyiafﬁéf £he_'JQ'
_éésaééihatiqn when the CIA was asked to furniéhwhat §hoth;?f5 ;
xééébhs théy had of Americans.entering the'Cubaﬁ?Eﬁbgééy‘on;‘

that day, the response was that their equipment'@id'not_W6rkTi"
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4oﬁ thaﬁrdéy and they héve no such photographs.

k%a;But we did get back to the fact that under Philiips'
tesfimony'You have a cablegrém conveying informationjof.an
Amefican trying to get out of the coqntry. When‘askéd‘by us
1Qhetherbthe FBI or other authorifies were notiﬁied,ééité £hat‘
 informatioh, he did not know. In facf, it éppears‘thét £ﬁeyA
;Qé£é ﬁO£ ﬁotifiéd. The ianrmation that appéaré iﬁvtﬁé>¢abie_
érém(£Q'WaShington, i.e.,‘thaﬁ‘OSQald waskmerely-askinéjagqut a
siéleéfam, that is the ékténtlofithe informétion}thé£;§a§f;§n;
'thiéa £orthe 6ther agénéieégi*
|  ‘Whéﬁ the CIA résboﬁded'ffdm Washingﬁéngthéy*gf}ééa;éékfl}
aierteé‘Me#ico thaf OSwéld.had prior_defécﬁedﬁﬁé;Rﬁssl;féqafz:

}had married a Russian wifé;';Ahd'I asked Mf;~Phillips}uponi.’

;getting that response, "Knowing this is an Ameriéahﬁtryinéﬁff>ﬁ<
ffOfgetaout of the country going to Cuba, whiphvit‘wﬁs_a vio=-"
 1atiOn-of the law for Americans to do at that"time,;Whatm ¥k1

Would_ycu do?" .

'>He,said,'“We would commence a surveillance of Oswald;ﬁ‘Q;‘

I said, "Dbid you?"'

‘rﬂ His response was, "No; Wé didn't."
  "Wéii, why not?"
'}ﬁBééause We got‘word that Oswald had ieft;ﬁegicé;éna hé  :
;ééibaék‘in‘tﬁe United States.” | .
R I,f thi‘s was of sufficient importance, tYing 1n thlsman

trYiﬁg'to get out of the country, who is a prior defector,.that }

1nﬁ}§99§5¢_pqgid:ﬂzzsﬁap?»Qg;gﬁggi;fjfﬁ
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you would have commenced a surveillance while he was still in

Mexico, what did you do to alert other agencies of the Fed-
SR ' : v ' " '
~4. 3 | eral Government. Whegever he was back in the United States

,ghd they should now commence a surveillance.

5//;\4;:. Phillips said he did not.

':"Why not?"
ST 7|  ~ ~ "Because we assumed the other agencies of government

i ’;would do whatever was appropriate for them to do," but hé7-

conceded'that'was only . an assumption;they were:told,thiéf?7 

‘Amerlcan was trylng to- get out of the country andqwevheve.’i
';ﬁi;ijt gotten access to those’ documehts of notlflcatlontto‘the:FBi
“J“’;iév the Department of State, and Immigration."None of theﬁ1§ete,t‘
, _tola aﬁout this part of the intercept.
kviu'What makes the areé_mote.complex at the moﬁent, %ftet5;;it
:iﬁtetviewing Mr. Phillips We aispatched two ef_qut staftite;? 
fMexice to contact the person who was the trenscribet;ﬂtﬁeeet‘

ihtetpreter of the wiretap; and the person who t?pea:it;?§ﬁ6¢e

in fact is the wife of that trénslator.

We have-interviewed them and they are both 5Vaiiébiéj5ﬁft7
esome point to come before this cemmittee and testifylw;é.wellff
;1as Mr. Phillips, publicly. They have stated. that, yes,rthey
remember the conversation and they took it down, but no part

lof_it was in Russian. In fact, the translatorvsays;v%?““

" didn't have to translate because it was in English a

I is the reason my wife took it and typed it, an&<we did-
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tyée any nofes this thing that the man. spoke iﬁ'poér ﬁus~
:siaﬁ or - any su;E?;hing.@i | | |
9? There definitely was a part of the transcript thaﬁ;the'
wife remembers vividly which ihcluded Oswald statingithat he
wanted financial assistance from the Rdésians tO‘gét out1of
'thié cbunfry. .

k  We have obtained>the typewriter that this iadybsays‘per—
héijshe used»invthe typingvhere'of the transcripﬁﬁ” Wé_went
vto'get thevdocuments éﬁd submit them to these'bééplé;nguf;suf
éeéple; for them to 1bok,at('detérmine whéthér’tﬁééegégéeghef,'
:Fréﬁscripfs;‘aré these'different transcripfs.“bW§ §an£:£;; € 
find Quﬁ what were the original cablegramsvthat~e$ié£éazandiit 
‘l»‘fiﬁa oﬁt why the chan§e, -
1 migh£ say this in éddition. ‘This areé is;épééféﬁfiy’fff;-V

sensitive enough to the CIA that although I have not yet been = |~

:cléa?édg none of oﬁr staff in:the securityiclaééifie;éibnégif.*
“théHCiA céhtacted mg aﬁd on an ad hoc basis graﬁ£¢d'én;iﬁm§di—;
faté'élearance to have mé iook‘at.what'they submitted‘we#éfi
fhe transcripts of thése converSafions"in théirvféégftstééﬁri'
éerhiﬁé'the Mexican operation. | . e

L:SII mustksay that'what'éppears in their ffénsé?ipﬁs:iS ;
at)ﬁariéﬁce with what Mr. Phillips has said aﬁd Qhat’théT; 
tféﬁslator and typistvin México have saidiin fﬁéi; f£$ﬁ§¢¥i§Es;é
xThété‘aré‘markings aboﬁfbthe:personrspeaking i§ Ru§éianj ;‘

' regular writings in there of this being from a Russian”ttans~;_¢ 

Jp266459 Page .23




iiation, which of course would be at variance with-What ie
fthere;

1"%?vWe are investigating this matter. That brings you’up to,
2date-as to this particular area. .‘
Passing on for a moment,rwe in the Martin Lutheriging:
7oase have.been:in‘touch with a lawyer, a person who was;for-
'oerlyfhead of the Department of'Correctionsvin Tenneesee,thgﬂ
1has advised us of personal conversations he has hadmwithif.o
‘James Earl Ray where in one of those conversationeiRajitolaaﬂ
‘himvthat when Ray was oVer‘in Portugal, Ray,‘pursoaotitoagr;e
fraogements, contacted eomebody to get his‘furtter inetr;otiogss-
ae,to_What'to do, and pursuant to'those inetructione-he;waela'
!,:raireoted to go on to Belgium to where he was heaéedtQﬁeo héif>

|| was arrested.

\kAgain, these are areas that we are workiﬂg,in.;; &

The other area in Dr;‘King‘s case.atkthe.momeht;}rt.doee;.
ﬂappear that a‘pollce officer who had been a551gned forveecur—v
ity‘for Dr. Klng ﬁ% had been requested as a mattervofvfact
gbf Dr. Klng s staff to supply securlty in Memphls ;} named.
‘i  Reddr§§; was called off the detail just about gé% hours prlorvi
1to‘the assa551natron of Dr. Klng.: The stories that we are |
ﬁootaining'from the various individuals who appear to - epooeor the
;oalliog‘off are contradictory stories, one story belng that.A
}therelis information of a plot to kill Reddrgk and therefore -

tﬁere'is.a need to get him out for his own securltj and take B
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.,;himyaﬁay. But the source of that plot, becauseljg ohe:of.the"
*thlngs we are trylng‘to do is pln down these people if there is
l'a plot to klll Redd1s§; who is the source of that 1nformatlon
oand see how bona fide this was, or was thlS merely anlattempt
.!tovget the officer away who might have been insavposition’to
fobserve and stop something. -

ggﬂAs i say, the stories we are gettlng’are confilctlné at"
the moment and we are 1nvestlgat1ng back to flnd oat in as
ﬁuch detail as we can to:theh present them in a heat1n§4bef;:i:
:fote”this committee._"k e | ' ' |

I would say in the main that represents-theflimited21;f;1_

amount of investigative»work that we are in the‘process,offf&”
'd01ng.
o Chalrman Downlngf You did examine the gullty plea of Ray.t

Have you told the . commlttee about that°

"Mrd Sprague. I belleve T dld, Mr. Chairman;°attthefeatl—fs

ier presentation.

"jf Chairman Downlng, Mr. Gonzalez°

J"EeiMr. Gonzalez. The CIA had survelllance on both;&gbas-5f-a

%saes ahd presumably they would have two sets of conversatlohs'ﬁ}
VA}because he called both dldn t heD Did Phllllps know, ot hasgfe
thlS been brought out, about the ex1stence of two or only thebv
_ohe that he-might have‘known,about? : 5 o

Mr.»Sprague.:_Mr. Chairmankand Mr. Gonzaiez;hMr;!éhiiiipg B

7khew,offbothtand'as.asmatter of fact that isfonehof‘theﬁquese

1266459 | Page 25,
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tions that has arisen here, ought there not be two tran-

|l scripts since there were two wiretaps if the call is from

the Cuban to the Russian Embassy.
,'ezﬁgr. Gonzalez- A?@éfénﬁiyjthey}aiso4had some type‘of sur«i
Véillanbe'ﬁhat was takén; photégraphs of ﬁhe people ehter—‘ |
ihg énd léaving,‘and IFWOuld‘aééume they matched. ’Hefe is
ﬁheimonitor, and hé has‘the'machine going. .I:guéss.he:would
be in‘contact with whbever'wasbalsb handling thé phofo;téking
50 £hey would |

pfobably‘;}QWhat would be £he chénéeé for aﬁ.
 é£ror‘of that nature,-beégﬁée Ivknow that the-Warren Cémmis¥ o
sionvhad been giveh insﬁ##ctions fhey.were to be piéked ffqm :
jéﬁiindividual4to be Oswald) and obviously it'wésn;t Os&éid. 
* There it would seem to melthe questionvwould'be,howféasyv

‘Would it be to make that kind of mistake?

"’ Mr. Sprague. Mr;'Chairman and Mr. Gonzalez, one of the

“things we want to do is get hold of

vbéééuée fhey are thévoﬁes that:gave this descriptioh}frdﬁg"
fherdﬁvioué,» incorrectipicture.~ When'i say obvibus inééf%f
?éét picture, you uhderstand it is a picture'oﬁjédmééﬁéiéggér-‘
‘iﬁg £he Soviet Embassy when the informatibh wéS‘6éw;iatweﬁtf’
_iﬁforthe'Cuban, so that makes no sense. o -
"' 1;Mr. Gonzalez. . Phillips doeénft know th'ﬁagfoégrafiﬁgf;t
féhé ph§tdgraph operation? ‘ ,-4; ﬁ.
‘ ;-}?Mr. Sprégue. As férfas I récall, he does not. .

i; Mr. Gonzalez. 'Is there any way that could béﬂascértaiﬁéd?;
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it.gygr; Spraque. Yes. We are seeking'to identify each énd
;éﬁery‘individual. I may say in another area that slipped my
Amind, in dealing with the translator and the typist in Mex-
ico(‘éontrary to again what the CIA has indicéted at-leaét to
'fhé Warren Commission, not any real knowledgevheré,.nothiﬁg

that alerted them, the typist and the translator in Mexico ;3

‘faéknowledged when they picked up the first intercept thatié
k]ﬁg their CIA contact whom they named to us was alarmed abqutfthis

‘.{sufficiently to say to them this is very important;i Thé?k¢;;’y

xﬁpméﬁt‘you pick up-another intercept we have.té'khqwiégéﬁﬁé}i5” 
A??;}r -it;.expressing grave conéern about this>mat£er.>. i

. '. Mr. Gonzalez. For years it has been knéwn:fgf?ihstance
~vthatvthe Russians in Mexico have had four ortfiQé'£iﬁés:£héﬁggf
J;umber of personnel in‘their embassy than, say,’£ﬁé‘Aﬁgf£;éhhff”
énd.tﬁé British combined. DoAthe CIA officials kﬁqﬁ'o£‘§£§!  ?7
yiiﬁd df cQunterinteiligence where they might bévtakiﬁg}piétufes
§£vcﬁ£ people taking pictures of theirs? 'Becausé there has;{;;ﬂ
géén ﬁo doubt that for years they have had a &asi?ér@yxéfvf;gi;f
AééFSOnngl; way beyond what the éicture is of'commér§ial$ana
6ﬁhér interchénge between.‘vavioﬁsly there‘has bééﬁiiﬁﬁeiii;; .
igénéé;heré'but.the figure ié astounding, foréuf?ﬁi&éjtimészfl”
“Vﬁéfe; So it would seem perhapskour intélligehcé;éffbrﬁs;ﬁ&gldk
T héﬁe been outdone in the case ofvthe Russiansf ) I
i Q;D: ;15 7} - Would there be any possibility of some trahééosinéj#hére 

|l of information?
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| C%Z¥r. Sgrague.. I just could not say. 

f "er. McKinney. .The typists you talk about, wére.thesé
~ZMeXi¢an or American citizen%,CIA ageﬁts or Jjust peoplé? 
Whéf is théir background?

Mr. Sprague. The background: The typist is a Mexican

andvthebtranslator, if I recall, is a former Russian.
7 Mr. McKinney. In other words, is it the CIA practice to
8 || hire people like that from a foreign country,énd ndt'Use»their

own service?

er;‘Sprague. I do not feel qualified-té spéék'onithéf"

1Tff{f practice on this point. I am advised that the head,qffthe;;?'

from Russia as well.

© Mr. McKinney. That was going to be mv next ‘guestion. .

Yqu.said‘you wanted to talk to fis:thét,f-

correct? Where are they?
L ;f?i§* . Mr. Sprague. We do not yet know.

”Tfla . Mr, McKinney. The CIA does not know?

Mr. Sprégue. - I have not pressed this inqﬁiry,%iﬁhltbém.
’]f: £0~:;i 'iiMf.‘McKinney. Is this §ne of the areasvfdu§o;{t:%éaily -
fiZII want £o preSs unlesé'there-is a better reéolution? fTheref:?"

"jCOﬁld be a fringe area?
Mr. Spfague. VI guéss what I want to do,is:épjéyet:ﬁhéirﬂf
’documénts in mofe aetail because if they&héveeiiﬁiﬁ%£§d anygf¥f

documents, if there are materials in therevthat are conﬁraéf.u'

a:4p266459 Page 26 .
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dicted by what has been established by witnesses, I wantlto;

see what is there without going into the substancevof'the 

area of ianiry;

Q?Mr McKlnnex Did the Warren Commission_haVeVeny knowledge
of what Oswald's financial condition was? . I have never'seen

people travel around that had less financial resources 1n my

',‘=--eﬁrw--m»v-fmﬁsa= Here lS thls man

in Mexico. You just don't go to Mexico casually,{wander*across,

the_border, and how dld he get there?

':thhMr. Sprague. In thls area I only know what I was ad—=

vised in the Warren Commission report. I do not feel I,am.f,

_expert in it. They do say they went into his‘finanCesﬁg They

‘have stated the evidence indicates he took a bus‘to?MeXico.iswla

':Ir:maynbe of some interestyl—-again I am told ;};ther when€f{55
;%e:get"to what was it thet Oswald said when he wés‘beingt
hyplnterrogated one of thebareas he made statemenrs-nro%hbl?
il'runrrne is his being in Mex1oo, raises some qnestlon as to hlS

{feeling of a need to cover up having even been d0wn;there.~-55

. Another area that arises in these transcriéts;ésna:mat;

ter'of fact is in one of the conversations bY'Osweld with'théf'

Ru551an Embassy they asked Oswald "Where can we get in. touch
w1th you?"

'r"And Oswald response is in effect} "I don'tiknoﬁ;‘thejff.ﬁ -

tCubans have my address, the Cuban Embassy has‘it'“J WhiCh: K\”V

F

réises:somefqueStions,why'they would have it andvhe*just‘éiﬁn*tf
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rémember or what. We are really at the threshold. One of
qurvproblems is we can only go in to pinpoint some afeas and
even in doing this it really reemphasizes my point as to the
”kihd of staff to do an adequate job here. ﬁ?fv
;C;igr. McKinney. As far as you can tell ffomiﬁh@ﬁ;?ﬁiiiips
;Séid;fhe CIA made no effort to inform.anyone; inCludiﬁ§i£hé:
’Immigfafion Service or the guards at the Mexican bo%déf{fﬁéﬁ*
oswald had left?
:er..Sprague. That'iswfrdm what we have to»thiStﬁoih£ j
épééfently clear. Théy ﬁédé nd‘attempt to notify ény$ﬂeLhé;
FWasvoﬁt of México and théy‘ﬁade no attempt tojnoﬁifyiéhétt:}
lﬁhis'peréon was seeking to get.out.of the coﬁﬁffyf%ﬁa’géyﬁb!?‘ 
Cuba‘ahd Russia. | . Ee |
‘Mr. McKinney. So they just sort of took down informé—?"J

Soemeont hqrr:ed

tion aboutaamgﬂy who mw«g,@ 9 off to Russia,vhadvawRus-‘

sian w1fe and Sald he is §01ng @m@ﬁﬁfbMex1cobso welwonvt}ﬁorry
-abqut it? S
e Mr. Spragué.. vathey sent a cabiegram in‘soméfwaj;at' _
‘léast alertiﬁg Washington tﬁis person was trying‘toiééf;éﬁﬁf
_§£i£he country and changed itbtovoﬁit that speqifié informa+
‘tigﬁ,'whether that was.done on anybody's orders 6r-n§t,{;; ‘
»'1 Mr. McKinney. Is andeefstill’éli&e?
:Mr; Sprague. Scott is dead. I wouldnif éay.évéfiﬁgéy;

T do not know.

- Mr. McKinney. In the context.

. S el
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1 -q;yr. Sprague. I am advised that are

'élive, the typist and translator of course are. There is a
}Whole raft of people. Wé have to find outvthe pedéle in that
nihtercépt unit and hear what it is they say occuifed.v |
,; ;Theré is a question.in my mind even on the deétiﬁétion
?6f ﬁhe tapg. Fof example, if this situation waSunqéuél
éﬁgugh to warrant a cablegram being sent to Ciﬂ'ﬁéaaqﬁéftets
gin_Washingtdn, would not there af.least be alfhoﬁéhfdtdhméinf
Vtéin that tape untii'you’getia response fxém_Waéhinégﬁﬁé; ;

These are areas of inquiry. .

Mr. McKinney. One lasi,question. I'wéndérédﬂégiﬂ; *'7

Whaﬁ your‘timetéble was. |

,,_  Mr.vSprague., I do not mean to'bevfacetiou$ ih £ééQOnSe}v >
ivﬁhink it would be wrong to have Ray feél aé%%éei5£hisf56; A 
‘ment that he is in the driver's seat and everybody 1s :99;&:'1'6,"'.;. _’ |
to come scrounging and begging to him. You know in. the
fYaﬁlonski case they were trying‘to gét_me‘tb quésfiénﬂfdhiifgbz
nﬁéyle right off thé bat, if I came to him, "Wﬁai maké§ §6ﬁ _j§
:thinka am going to tell you éverything?n ‘ S

| There is a psychological timing to get to s_oyme'ohé In |
'my viewv£here are a couple of things that are impor£§£ti§ef9re
Wéiéég tb-Ray. I want to be in a much stronger p§sitioﬁfiﬂ¥l
ferms of'khowledge of activitiés.in terms of‘tﬁéTWhﬁiéhqueg_:*v
\£i0n of éliaSes; theAphoné calls. ' | | | |

‘, . ) L : o , '. . Lo . ) .. ‘. . .
7. Second®y, I am interested in finding out just little tid-— .
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tits frbm anybody who mayihave been contacted,'like.this,
§erson from the eorrections department that we have referred
to.
‘tigy Finally; and in all good course, Ray has been in,eorres~
'pdndenee with us. 'He‘has written and we hawe responde@;f;Ray‘
uieiteétesented at the moment by.a lawfer named Jaﬁeasiesar. .
‘~)HétWae repreeented by an_attorney,named Feneterwaia?iwﬁoiwe
»didlfiﬁd. ‘The'appellate courts in'Tennessee‘have*etdeﬁéaLb
vLeSar to remain in the caae, which he is doihg;teﬁayfaiéeihae'
fan~inve3tigator, one of the cfitics of the Warteawcewﬁieeibﬁ.”:
named Weisberg, and there is some sort of étebleﬁvexiEtih§’
4:vﬁot only between them and us but between Ray and these people;'
tFrankly, one of the thlngs from the. psychologlcal standp01nt
'Isam:hoplnq that at somevp01nt Ray kind of,doeS-not centlnue:
:to hawe these'people representiag‘him and may.waat tefbelineta'
‘itiatiné some contacteAeamhiaApart. i
| It is a long way.toaanewer, but I can notlbe'preﬁa;eﬁh';t
:attthis*point to answer except that a lot more’groaadwarkt}}a

has to ‘be laid before we get to that stage. 

G e : ' qe:f
SO Mr. McKlnney. There is no way at all we can ever agé

information about what Ray told hlS

g s 5«‘1'?.2 S
“ e because that 1s pr1v1leged g;;(

'V.ffirst attorney -
Mr. Sprague. I am -glad you ‘asked that because I'apolegiie}
’that is another area we should take up. One of»theithingé we

| are doing is attempting to get what it is that Ray has told
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: féééh’of his attorneys as well as what information wasbcanQYéd,
‘and:so fbrth. As a matter of fact, there are subégenaé 6n
;eaChbof them at the moment. waever, trying to hand oﬁt”é
4caert3at the same time, I have been talking with Mrf~Ra§;é
,préééﬁf lawyer, Mr. Lesar, with regard to obtainingfffdm}ﬁay
,5 %éiver of attorney-client relatiohship as to all of hiéfi:[
_é?iérPcounSél, énd if I caﬁ‘get that, I would‘rathefvpfbéééd'
 in’£Hat véin. |
 €‘271%§ probabilities‘afe;we‘can still‘getviﬁ”becauSg R§yi .
finvhiSIQaribus legai p£chédings ﬁas attackédbhis bri§£}couﬁ—
bsel‘and that hés prébaﬁly achiéQedva waivér"of atﬁéyhéy%;if"
.ciient ériviiege,.but I WOﬁld rather not get?tﬁtfgéé;%ﬁéﬁ iflj‘

I could proceed in the first way of getting thiStWéiQQrfofng 

14 || attorney-client relationship.

HW 50955 DocTd:3)

‘Jgr. ¥c§inney5 I apglogize for taking so lng_ 5 ,M

'i SChaiiman Downiné. Mr;“?reyer,
Wfff  Mr,_Pere:° I jusﬁ_haﬁe two>briéf factﬁéi QQéétiéﬂéi; 
iéna dne ééneral question."Yoﬁ mentioned tﬂe CIA.?féﬁécriétéf.
‘éééﬁments which you ha&e had a chance‘to seé'recéﬁ£li; éné£f;v‘
A y6ﬁ'$ay they differ from.those of the translétSfiéﬁd ffoﬁii> 
4ﬁ#f ?hi1lips' récoliéctioﬁ.b B "

‘ﬂ ;b°‘those documents indiéété that Oswaldea§ séeking £o;f'
'§§£ out>bf fhevcountry? | |

 {;‘Mr; Sprague. Those documents, even théi£ §Qé é§¢ﬁﬁen£s; k;

that are there, indicate that Oswald was attempting to get.a -~ |

P T
MU 4
LT
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‘visa to go to Cuba and Russia.

‘f _the wall in the basement,

~was Governor Connally's?.

vly's?

405

The part of those documents

~that I say has that in part is a Soviet call with Oswald

speaking to the Russian Embassy, and it could be a little

‘unclear from the transcript as to who is making the state-
‘ment but it is clear it is referring to Oswald being>£he:one

;te'go out of the country.

%er. Preyer. On the bullet, the two stretchers; was

~the Warren Commission clear that of the two stretcherszageinst

‘one was Kennedy s stretcher and one

I had a recollection that theiffd

President had remainedron the stretcher durlng the;entlre,time

éhd I didn't recall that was clear in the report}i{Ieiit ¢lear

- of the two stretchers one was Kennedy's and one'was‘Cohnél—ffhei

;;Mr. Sprague. I have been advised of that. I'haﬁe been‘eh

o _EOld by a member of the staff who has read that but‘I.Wili'“’

check that.

Mr. Preyer. I was just wondering generally how much' of

:any:of this you thought might go into the reportewhichylf -

‘”:guess we will have next week .

Hé V2

‘v‘~ The mentlon of eis—ond—amlront mllllon-éeaéa;s has made me’

feel,we should try to put as much strong med1c1ne ;n that,re—h

éort‘as possible.

I wonder how much YOu think of what‘you‘havevtoldiuseﬁayiﬂ1"5

-beraddressed to the point where we wouldn't be cbmpremieing‘
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Jeny future leads to put it in the report?

A/Mr Sgrague. I recognize what you say. The trouble is
kthat each of these matters merits and calls for 1nten51§e'in~
;Yestigation and I feel'that disclosure would be premature:et
| itnieupoint. | |

‘H,It would be'very‘diffieult when we have yet to be_comparf

ing typing with docnments, when the questioner is speaking. to

~to have this kind of information out.

71Mr Preyer So you probably wouldn't be able toweenplete:
fthat in one line of thlS 1nquiry by January?gﬁgﬁ
| -:Mt. Sprague. I w1ll try to wrack my braln to'seehif there
cen;beﬂsome allusion‘witnout"disclosure, but!I ;maanAidi;iff:,

that the allusion that doesn't disclos%’doeen'tkaChieve what

you say.

Mr.,Preyer.' I can see the witnesses like»the

‘and so forth might take some time to track down anfil"j,rc>u"-:':.’f’"f'"~j

|| wouldn't want to go into that until you have them.

‘var. Sprague. I also have the additionel‘probieﬁ;;tini-
»Qeuldilikevto show these transcfipts tQ tnie'typietfanAiﬁb:>
the;translator aévwell. There are notationsfthetenenénifi%1
_ewenld like them to eeeithoee notations and seeAifAthéiﬁgaY;:'

tthey;are~theirs.

- Mr. Preyer. Thank you.
" Chairman Downing Mr. Anderson.

i. Mr. Anderson. I couldn't be present at the hearing that
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. fwasvheid I guess a week»ago Friday or Saturday.becauserl wes 
5oﬁt of the country when Mr. Phillips came in, so T amtnot aware
of how his testimony deteloped. Did he,oome in voluhterily
ibefore the committee? “
(QQNE Sgrague. As a result of a story that apoeered‘in
ﬁThe Washlngton Post we 1mmed1ately 1nterv1ewed Phllllos.f’i_h
Ethought this was merelywinvolving what was reported:ihwtheﬁﬁ'v"
 oaper as to what someone-was orally statlng and I thooéht we;:'
iought to get from h1m dlrectly what it is he ‘has to say.h¥ i
iﬁhat in fact he told us was not qu1te as 1t'appeared 1n.theA%
{paper. ‘Then,we thought we’ought to get what he‘said;undeerf
’foath as‘promptly as possibie,h J o
hv}’h.Mr.vAnderson. He seeﬁedvto bevtotelly ooooeretrve??ﬁ:i
Mr. Sprague. Hebahpeared‘to be,:althoogh I.muetwsa;ithat

I found there was a selectlve ability to recall and not- recall

'during the questioning process., I had some,questiOnSat some”~'

.poihtsias to how forthright he wae being with us.

| Mr. Anderson. I em not faﬁiliar with whaththe.stateteev\‘
are;” Are there any prohibitions on former CiA éeople‘as tov
‘what thef can or can not disclose to someone like yoorseif
‘ hor_ahcommlttee of Congress‘wlth respect to theaotlvrties of_f
fﬁge‘agency'for which they once worked?. e

| Mr. Sprague.h I am not in a positlon to glte you.e
}aefinitive anewer. My belief at the moment is the onlydpro—*ttf

,hibition is what they are obllgated to pursuant tora:contract -
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Ethey signed with the CIA.

foath that he was,technically bound by that contract.

oa08 o |

I am advised that the CIA advised

-

?MrL Phillips prior to his responding to our'subgéena under"

Mr. o

vPhllllpS chose to appear and testlfy anyway.\-Mr. Thoneawas

ifvery concerned about the CIA telllng hlm that he was technlcally

}fbound by contract.

'May I interrupt?

i%yMr Gonzalez.

Mz e . SR ,

In the Marchettl case where you actually had a hearlng,.‘
the court upheld the CIA contract
‘tMr.

Sprague. That'ls-my’understanding.fv

..Anderson.

- Mr Just one final question.' You'have"actually

seen or someone on the staff has actually seen the transcrlpt

fof what the station chlefs got and did send back to CIA H@ad~,

el

yqnarters in Washlngton w1th reference to this w1retap on the -
;Osnald conversation betweenjthe Cuban and Sotiet Embassy!'the

.§£$ﬁ§é£ipt_tha£ differs from the recollectionlof’the tran47:5"
'scriherhand the interpreter7 rou have seen that phy51cally5 ﬁr“:

Mr. The way you sald 1t Mr. Anderson 1s noti?h

Sprague.

quite accurate. What Mr. Scott sent to Washlngton was a

cablegram S-
cETeIEE 4 | |
. Mr. Anderson. It contained no reference?‘“
Mr. Sprague. Right. He did not at any time send a
.transcript'of the conversation. There are two areaSEf,Qne is S

‘the transcrlpt and the other is the cablegram. 'Ifhane‘seen'a;aje

copy of the cablegram that they say was sent by the Mex1can

HW. 50955, DoeTd: 3]
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109 |
Station to CIA Headquarters in.Washington and I have seen
Qhat they say are the transcripts of the‘taped convefsaticn
vthat was picked up.

9?Mr Anderson. And they are as dlfferent as you have

=%

'descrlbed them?

-EMr. Spraggue; ‘Yee, they are.

“Mr. Anderson. VBotthf»those documents were‘turnecfcvef .
:to’§cu by CIA? | |
| xxf>Mr;,Sprague. They Qete furnished to me to icck‘at:;;i
hftahkiyvdid not want tc,at‘that time not havinghavsecﬁtitggy
{ciearahce, have them remain_in my possessicn becahee‘iféi&?f:
not want to take the chance of somethlng happenlng and-the
ketaff or me being accused of any leak or loss of the dccuﬁehts,
80 I looked at them and had them taken back. | ‘

* Mr. Anderson. Thank you.

"tMr. Gonzalez. One further matter.' in'th? GoﬁZAié?lbésa.'
théaquestion was withvreepect to the publicatichhcf;aﬁhcckii:h
ahd this is a congressicnal eabééena; SO we havefah:ihtereet;f
eihghSituation there in case thete were pressinglpeihté:hfi
h*w;ﬂ Mr; Sprague.’ I want to say to get to that p01nt >sece;
"“cndﬁg, that Marchettl case is a different context., That had .
fto-do with their en301n1ng hlm.from the publlcatlon of a'book.
ﬂThevarea thatbmlght apply here might have to do w1th executlve
,Qrders,;but the Pre31dent of the United States, ittturne‘outwv

that the executive order-in terms of classificationfand disfi
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closure that the CIA operates under was the executive order
issue, there is a question as to that limitation, and I

P , - , _:‘ . :
frankly would think that the power of subEZena and investi-
gation by this committee overrules that.

'ﬁ$%2ghairman Downing. Mr. Stokes.

. Mr. Stokes. ‘Thank. you, Mr. Chairman;

,,{ Thls morning durlng the presentatlon, Mr. Sprague, youf; ‘
WbcA L
mentloned to us a rather volumlnous file mk you have wh%%h

refmse,n 'f;ue?

an inventory of the Meﬁphis Police Department;rec;ﬁ
inerdsqfrom which‘youvwililaseertain what recores_ypﬁhhitrﬁateifl
Qohia‘like to have in«yedrrposseesion. O
qf'i Wlth reference to- that Memphlslﬁbllce-record flle, aees
i | 2he .

3 thee relate to just t@ms day of the assa551natlon and subse-«»“
vqﬁentblnvestlgatlon or does 1t coter a perlod of surveltlanee h'
efeKing‘prior te the assassination?“What beriodpf‘tige;arew'.
QettalkingAabdut ﬁh@@e in)terms of that file’in}YOhr‘;eeeééiéii

,eion?‘rq | | |
'4¥ﬂji;Mr. Sprague;: There are-indications here in_the;ihderihér

of parts of the files that go into surveillance eperationegﬁ"

ana Dr. King prior to the assassination as well'as;the’inves—ﬁ‘”

tléatlon thereafter, There are.indications'df SUrteiliaﬂée;e7
actlon by the Memphls‘folice.as‘well as the Federaiféureaﬁ
Vof Investlgatlon prior to the asea351hatlon..v‘ J |
‘3f¥?There is an appearance here also of a representatihehofr:

thefpepartmentbof Justice being at the Lorraine:Motel at the .
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_ifery 'sallne tiﬁe Dr. King was assassinated, and alvl_egecv'ily: it
" s;ay’sl‘ tﬁéy had a meeting with Dr. Kilng,_ so there is somé.
' ,V«'appearance of information concerhing that peréon beving" there
énd ﬁthe reasons -therefor, which wduld have existedvpfivior’ tob
~14:‘.k1‘1>év4a‘ss'as$ination vaé well. How far back in' time I car‘lk-ﬁo‘t :

W50
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king prior to the assassination.

_on Dr.

;picked up in the other jurisdiction, et cetera.

‘which was the FBI surveillance of Dr.

‘yet succeeded in getting those documents.

:the:sufveillance of Dr. King,
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 ;*€%7§r. Stokes. Have we had any further information -or follow-

\up with reference to the historic files that came up at. our

last executive committee meeting?
Mr. Sprague. We have spoken to a police officer who has

advised us that some of the files that have been destroyed

”by the Memphis poliee'were surveillance materials oniDrg

We have not yetvgone‘further

‘on that particular area, although'we are in’operation to

_defer that to the coming week.

 Mr. Stokes. I think I have just one further question.

At our lasgg;ecutive committee meeting, you prbvided'fff

us w1th some information w1th reference to a former FBI

rcbihe

lagent who gave information, to the type of heavy survelllance'

A«.

King in the Atlantawarea, and in the Memphls areaﬁ-"”“

“and the fact that when he left one jurisdiction he was;j?il

Have you -

_been able to follow up on that line of surveillance-actiﬁity

iby the FBI?

Mr. Sprague. We are in the process, as I thinkwI]said:f:

|I'previously, of trying to obtain from the House its other =

“documents that they alreg&é{have on the COINTELPRO OperetiQn"

King. _We'heve not;u

" We have learned

- the names of two other former FBI agents who were part’ofﬁ

and we are advised they,haveﬁ“
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‘information they are desirous of giving us. We have not yet

'gOtten to that.

é;er McKinney. Can I interrupt for a moment?

Why are you having so much trouble gettlng thlngs in

the same bum&ldlng we are 51tt1ng in right now?

Mr. Sprague. Well, the technical side of 1t is thatf

‘thfough the fhairman we have contacted I guess it was the"¥'

Speaker's office. As to the other, we were referred-tdf?fhz

the %lerk We were told‘we would have to contact‘soﬁeoneff
who is in a position of belng a representatlve for the commlttee.
It has just been a long'drawn—out process. And I may. throwi'

in we have had the same thlng w1th regard to the Senate

Iintelligence‘area, where‘we go from one to'the next and then

o

we go to getahold of the chief'counsel, and we are told.he is

not going to be back in town for a couple of weeks;“‘ItQis%

'thet kind of thing.'»I;am notveaying we are not goingitohih

féet them;. But frahkly,‘at this‘moment it hasvhbttbeehh;h;'
tbreaking my heart that we heve net gotten them, bé¢¢ﬁ$§fiﬂf_79
”de not know that we can do much about them. We are neﬁjéettihgt
iln the process where I would like to get them ’?ather than

‘any thought for the committee now, at our next meetlng 1f we'

do not have them and we are in the process to gO'ahead,then,'

‘ihwould get back to you on that.

B Mr. Stokes. If I could have just one{?hrtherinquiry:‘
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'In light of the lead that you now have that a membér{of'thev
‘Department of Justice was perhaps registered at the same hofel;i
as Dr. King, have you proceeded to attempt to get ahold of the_f'

‘fecord of all persons registered at or about that time?

“’,fj %?Mr. Sprague. Yes. And one of the other things we are.

}§§§iﬁg to do is find out, in the interviewing of witneééés,'_
;Qhét interviews exiSt¢d ¢vén of this person, if he wa§i f  
fgiieéedly ﬁhere, and if nohé, theanhy none? |
" " ‘Mr. Stokes. Thankfyoﬁ, Mr. Chairman.
wy'Chairmah Downing."Mf; faﬁn£roy;

Mr. Fauntroy; Tﬁénk §0u;.Mr. Chairmah;

i am interested in thé haﬁdwriting, or,thé”ﬂoﬁes;éﬁ,@hé:‘
;gfénscripts of the cénvéréé?ions in the Kenﬁédy‘éésé;; T; '
:¢ :fDo,ibﬁnderstand,ycuwﬁo éay that the'rec§de}th¢biéppééfé>i
iih?Washington had notatiéﬁ‘in héndwriting tﬁat'thé‘sﬁbjééti;;
;gpoke poor Russian? | L
}’ vi‘Mr._Sprague."That'parﬁiiS’typed in.

Mf. Fauntroy. ‘It Qé$“£ypéd in.

. Mr. Sprague. Typed in. On the side’there'ithéndWrifihgf

v_?that this is the translation from the Russian,.and thathi,*

- 'is in handwriting.

'Mr. Anderson. Could I interject at’that.pOint?ffﬁf‘7

Does that raise the possibility that we are talking in

il ‘fact about a couple of conversations, one where he spoke .

B fEﬁglish and one where he did speak poor RuSsian?"
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‘?f §?£p; Spraque. It certainly raises that possibility. fAnd

_that is one of the £hings that we are examining_;} the’totélity,
‘aﬁd,whether one is talking abdutzene,énd someone elsévié,
taiking,about another.

} The problem with’fhaﬁ is, though, that in lookiﬁg:é# -
:ﬁﬁat are the total-transcripts, at least the CIA advisedﬁéf
;Qhat:they‘showéd, there is nothing there that éonfOfm;{tétf
TWhaﬁ the people, the typist‘aown in Mexico is séying,;ffém;."
.£ﬁét standpoint. - |
e f.er. Fauntroy. Thé ﬁYpist in Mexico indiéateénﬁﬁéf;shg‘
fhéd ho trouble typing tﬂévtrénscript because whaf éhevﬁéafa>?.
Qaé:inbEnglish.

| ;Mr. Spfague. Thaf iévright. And I>might“aiséj§ay;i;‘
 ih response to Mr. Anderson és well, theée two people;itﬁi$ :
;éfanslator.and typist, staté'that on all calls té tﬁe:éﬁésiaﬂ
ﬁﬁﬁaésies, they would be thévbnes’to ﬁype ahd transiéﬁei;iﬁ

*thére would not haVe been anyone else.

‘Mr. Fauntroy. May I B

wiﬁquic};:ly”c_»_]c‘)‘to} tﬁei;?:
:Kingkmatter?, | i

Do I understand tha£ the index of files availab1é i£?i{ 
jMeméhié includes both local'poliée records énd-FBI;;eééfa;f;

of all éurveillance undertaken by the FBI in-Memphié?f; ”

) Mr. Sprague. I cannot say all surveillance; I é§n ff Q'
_6nly say that the index -indicates that there;aré‘sﬁrQéillahée B

reéords by FBI and local police heré. But I woaldﬁnotvsayfb'
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L Co»sasru e ‘
Invaderé?vﬁwgggﬁg)of young people who had been actlve 1n

thls material in any detall ',All we have done is justjgo?through

‘anﬂimportant one. But you take the numerous 1rregular1t1es
"i 1n each case j% taklng Kennedy for a moment now. There 1s ﬁ”

‘ 1nformatlon that there were two rifles in the Texas Dep051tory,r

414

that is all that"there is.
9? Mr Fauntroy Is there any indication of informants

which either thegFBI or the local police had ‘among the

demonstratlons and on whom they blamed the violence .in. the
flrst demonstratlon?
Mr. Sprague. I do not see anything in the indexuthatV

would indicate that But we have not yet read and dlgested

andpltemlze what was'there.-

'Mr. Fauntroy. But there ls no 1ndlcatlondof the source
of whatrsurvelllance 1nformatlon they have on hand’
T'TTMr. Sprague. I cannot even say that, Mr; Fauntroy,y;
becauee we have not read what is there. All we haveddone“is>
take what are the items that‘appear there Theranalysis
and reading of it. is: yet to be done

Mr. Fauntroy.‘ Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman Downing. Mrt Sprague, I would be 1nterested
1n knowlng how you set prlorltles on your leade.‘ Now, I’thlnk.
we‘all understand the need for 1mmed1ate 1nvest1gatlon of

r. Phllllps, as that broke suddenly. The bullet theory 1s

and that there is a deputy down there someplace in Dallasftt
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‘that saw the other rifle. Have you got a list of irregularities
- and then you have a list of priorities? Just how do you-
work it?

‘ | I S
'vﬁquyr. Sprague.  Well, the basic approach e and of course
o = = . o, _ o

~again I have to repeat yry the basic investigation here cannot

; ygétkuﬁderway until we get the staff to do thé‘job;v
o vIn‘the interim, it is fiﬁding out all of thé métefiélﬁ-
that exists and where.it exist$. That seems to mé“tofbéiéﬂe
of the'fifst stepsviE what inveétigative reports théFe;$£e; ”
 where’are they, what‘ié;thefe;iso that sometﬁihg doéégf£7 
Lthén-disappear. And ﬁhaﬁ is one of the essentiéis;ﬁhétgf_
 i;think have to be‘undeitékenvand is being updért%ken;Fj 
‘2‘1To»the_extent-that wébget some matters of infdfméﬁiéﬁ.;}

]Phillips, I think we'wéuld be derelict in‘waiting,tﬁefe;JTThe'

nufsé and the Parkland bullet,‘she contactedAﬁs.' I dé.not
jfhihkj% as a matter ofvfact, I could not veiy’wgli'$§§:£o.héf, 
L"fhank you for the ca11, we will see you %§; m6nths'fr6m“hoW."
j:SQVVI.thiinkvthat calls for that kind of immediatej£é$p$ﬁ$¢:C >
lAnd.i may say the person with the informatioh oh:Df:'Kiﬁ§}2 

Was soﬁeone who contadﬁéd us, willing‘to give tﬁis;iﬁfééméﬁion.
;Again, I think we have an’obligation there to rééééﬁdwl?} '
:immediatelj. I don't think I should séy, WWe.wili‘getiﬁo;y;u 
Qé_ménth from now." L
" But aside‘from these éreas that I call kafmﬁ§ai%cyf‘I §é 

not want to see us jumping off and just being-like'éiiittle :f;

PRI
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“;,;5eok—in¥the—bo#'jumping to any stimuli that occurs, because
’ ﬁsomebody:in the Press wants to push a button here, someoﬁe wants|
;£§ push a hutton there. The real way to proceed is to get

' ;e;erything that exists up to now, to know where it is, tojget
)‘fittreviewed, analyzed;eevery bit ofrphysical evidence;hﬁhet
;;re‘the weaknesses there, where are the avenues,thet‘thehhheVe.
ﬂté he explored, where are the.Witnesses, what withesses;épéerent
f@eré never followed through’on;seThat‘seems to me;thehi'rh

fepproech And that is the best I can respond. 

C7Cha1rman Downlng I was thlnklng of thlS. -

If you could prove ‘or dlsprove an 1rregular1ty, and

itheh perhaps make that publlc, to not only show the Amerlcan.

e fpeople that you are ﬁaklng progress, but show the. Congress
;;thet you are maklng progress ;% is that'p0531ble?“ fort-r
Fihstenoe, if'you came ub withhstartling neWS; “Yes;lihaeed;‘ther
;Qere tho'rifies in.that Te#as Depository" ﬁf I doh;t:thinknv
:fou would have any problem with any of those people dowh

’ fon the/éloor. On the other hand, if you came up w1th only

-one rlfle in the Depos1tory, then we would go on to the next

| jjon'e.

' h»er; Sprague. The problem there, Mr. Chairman, if I.7jh

:ﬁay'sey ;r I am conscious of what you arefsayinq.'hI'guessff'

_1n trylng to keep thlS at a profess1onal tone,'and do a

jtethorough ]Ob ]ust llke I have felt it is not up to me tof"

fglve any fictitious or padded flgures ;} I really don t even’

b6 453,;P393 ar ol
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“waht to be in arposture of pump priming with the Congiess;
I want to do a thorough job.
fgaﬁi think in the long run the evaluation and the
Ranalysis of what this committee §oes j%,because Ivthihk_it‘is
'goiog to be examined with a fine tooth comb as 1t ought to

#

’be J— ought not even to be tarnlshed w1th ‘the thought that

we juSt went out and shot in and tried to create something forg

-an immediate effect. I guess that is my best respdnse.igﬁ

Mr. Preyer. Would the gentleman yield? I was

=~ -

‘:wondering on one point along that line, which would not be

sensationalizing it, ‘but which you have given some substance

‘to_here, that could betmade in a report, is the incompleteness

of the other investigation.’ You have mentionedothe[two;'»”'

-student nurses who had not been seen by any investigatOr. -

'And I understand these translators in Mexico, the ones who

lilttranslated the intercept} have never been talked to'byff

|l anyone.

Mr. Sprague. That ie‘correct.
foMr. Preyer.\ Which is a rather startling eommentatfioni-
theiquality of the investigation. ' |
ai'Mr.~Sorague. Mr. Pteyer, isn't that amaéing;'thatiﬁfi
ieven”the CIA, with the questions’that have been taisedt;ti?~t
_aﬁbﬁt theirvownvtranscript; have néver themselves goaeitaott_
togtﬁe primaryvsource'as to who did it. That»i‘fioaagit; |

amazing.

W9 50955 Docld:d
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;é;xyr. Anderson.b Mr. Chairman, following,lI think, the trend
of your question, and also Mr. Preyer's thought, and in my

.qﬁestioh I betray my ignorance of computer technology y>
‘is it,possible, because you will have some computer‘capahility,
jas‘I understand it, tied into the Hohse computer,;to{ptogram'
ha‘compdter in such a way that you’can somehoﬁvhighiiéhtdéhd‘
;and pinpoint the discrepancies that admittedly dodexiSt?iﬁe;
the.papets.that are now;extant on this whole}inveetigatioh;«hOth
:dhvestigatiOns? | e ‘

‘”d Mt. er;tAnderson.

Sprague. Yes,

_Mr. Anderson. Is that one way of proceedlng, 1n,whioh.

you could rather qulckly hlghllght a whole serles of thlngs that

are-questlonable, and that deserve the amount of tlme and money

|l 'and attention that will be given in this investigation?

Mr. Sprague. It is a waybof proceeding. As a matter

‘of fact, that is one of the reasons we are going to bevusihg

the computer. It is broader based. In fact, it could be

,doing exactly that in terms of discrepancies and corroborationQ

It works both ways. The problem at the moment is it:WOuld.f

be 1mp0551b1e in the time frame between now and frankly thei‘
,end of this year to be able to program and do that.‘fd,‘u

ﬁ:»Mr. Gonzalez. Also financially, isn't that_correét?ii“'

Mr. Sprague. Oh, yes. We do not even have‘the;ft:"

money.
You don't have the $100,000 for that. -

‘ - Mr. Gonzalez.

26%459 ‘Page 49
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;5? gr.,sprague. We are down to just about'$25,000 atelb

this momeht.
Mr. Gonzalez. We have a Cateh—22 proposition here.

ltt Mr;‘Faqntroy. Mr. Chairman, pursuant to the point Wﬁich
you raised; and which Mr. Anderson mentions, Ibadmireﬁ;the’
ighoroughness and‘ground;work, the approaoh you'hate been~
;teklng,bto the 1nvestlgatlon.' But I have been’ in % sort of
‘a dllemma,personally, about how to proceed. In the flrst
 1nstance, I recognlze we do need a little something torq
. The | o
'take to ﬂﬁﬁt Floor, and we need publlc 1nterest stlmulated
ilf we are in fact to be able to do the thorough ]ob that youib
voutline here. »

I have wondered whether or not it might be useful .~

fto‘have someone on the staff,‘or a small group onfthelétaff,

|l to go over thoroughly much of the research,~manYo°f-the.t'

fbooks that have been written é—vsome of them'positin§ theories>
fébout how the assaseioationsrwere'carried out and*bf Qﬁé&;;]
”eﬁq}that sort of thing, with_a view to arriving at.one;€twoo
éFe#hfee propositions that have been maderf sometof toosetj;‘_;
eeoﬁevhave seemed to be very thorough in their inveé?iééti§n$ j}
as‘e starting point, to see if there is in faCt‘eo§thiﬂé o |
tthe:e;

-

. .Sprague. Well, my problem is,'Mr.vFauntroy;V”

that ~=
S

' Mr. Fauntroy. Let me first say I have read55olmﬁch;n0w,

rd: 34266459 - Page 50
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fandVI.am so- confused by the many, many theories, that I welcome
.what I call the grate-laying you are now doing in terms:
fof finding out the sequences@ bflat in fact happened, when, and -

‘where 7% we are going to need that to straighten it out.

€;>Mr. Sgrague. That is the problem.

: I am looking at 1t maybe 1mprobably in the long

';road because maybe we w1ll never get to travel that long road.'
But‘assuming we do, I do not thlnk it would do us well

‘if in that long travel,fwe put ourselves in the positionfatlrf’a

on the road, started,the'invéstigation, of justiéhQOting.i?
‘bff,in terms of somebOdyfs theory here and there.f_i.féallyfl‘
think'total impartiality is what is essential for ourvownif:!“

“investigation.

tChairman Downing. Are you now or would.You,néxttweek be

'fin_a position'gjo say that‘the’Warren investigation‘waa:not::
féianmpiete:investigation? | | .
K%Qtf'Mr. Gonzalez. Excnae'me.for interrupting befdraft;'
;gquAanéwet. Let me say this, Mr.ZChairman. I dén?t thin31 ,-
}thatvwe should have to try tojreach\for the seﬁ55£i§ﬁa1,f§£"

'tne'tantalizing thing, to dangle before the Members'ofnthe;f;,

House, in order for us to get the approval for this. We have

'td'Confront each and every. Member of the House,asfif-itaff'

]

:'were us o that 'is assuming that they are men of good reason

and all ~Because just as many of the critiques:andgthe.theOrlésh

59 . Page 51 .
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énd the hypotheses that you have in both homicides, YOu

have almost an equal number of apologi@s ;} that is people -

"writing books sustaining those findings. So I think if
we get into that, we are going to be chasing rabbits right off .
, fat‘the beginning and we will get lost.

3f1f;?I think we have got to look at it this way. And the

reason I interrupted before I even gave him a chance to answer

. ) o - :
‘hls377 the Warren Commission :%'I-have even seen members

ing anything. This is the first time it has ever been done.
:TheﬁCongress has never undertaken this.
I had a reporter argue, "Well, you had the Church

/

f?heyvnever had a grant of authority to look into this.

‘They stumbled upon some peripheral matters in looking into

'the intelligence agencies of the Federal Government_that had‘

to do with Kennedy, that had to do with Martin Lguther King.

'Bu; they were peripheral. They.néver had the authOrity;' _ 

they never had the resources to go into this.

Now, what we are saying is 7}§§idbk, M ,House'}’Yéﬁ’ 4'

gave us $150,000 to start. We are doing the éSt'thing'jf»"

we know how, which is to get the be xpertise aVailab132 ;

jlon a. professional basis, here is the consensus, it was being .

giVen'to us first, we have had a chance to shoot atfit;fand,j' 

we have got to take that risk= I think if'we‘try tQ say; ff'

HH 50985 Doeld:3]
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;Wevknow now, and we can’tell even at this point the Wafren‘
_Cémmission was défective partially or in toto, I thihk, Mr; 
:Chairman, we might be really flirting with trouble,-éven if
wegot the $5 million.
ﬁlfﬁ%{gr. Sprague. Mr. Chairman, I didn't get to answe:,‘but
iIKreélly feeler; Gonzales answered for‘me. |

 "Cﬁairman Downing. I“think that is a pretﬁy‘goodfaﬁéﬁér.
;}think we all admire yoﬁr thoroughness. | -
;:\‘ yoﬁ just bring in a repért‘next‘week.

n*f Mr;’Gonzélez. Letrme say this: We cannotvminimiéé:E§ 1
:fhi§ is sénsational;_juszwhat hés been done thﬁs faf;ij 
Wél;; what is this? Well, one;:none of these witgés;és;iﬁ¢iudin
;Méfie:Niles, has everkﬁeétifiéd undef oath._vWéVCanﬁo£ é§p§c£
?éflthe Warren Commissioﬁ a pdwer that could}rise aﬁd be‘inhereht>
;iﬁ £hé(ﬁ%ecutive fanch of:the>Governmen£.b It Wasi;hléa; x
;h6¢13ituétion,>to try té addféss itseif to the ﬁatiépfagié:fimé
;;fjﬁgauma‘and high,embﬁioﬁalisﬁ, and where all kinds‘éfTiy'
ﬁhébfies were batted around. We had a similar ﬁhingTih;éﬁé
(géée of the murderiof Martin Qéﬁther King, Jr.’}Yéﬁ‘h;d'ﬁibﬁiﬁﬁ;vj
'f::Y§ﬁ had emotions ;}.people said;;"Aha, we know it.fl;ﬁﬁtbnéy}’ 
"ﬁé havé a brilliant opportunity to look at this in1£§££;§pé§££;,
“;na hot so far off where ybu don't have more livihqlﬁitﬁéésés
;ﬁhéﬁ-thoée aead, where we still have availablé'somgﬁgé#menfatiqn
Ei :; Ourvtask is going to really be big, and that~isﬁgbiﬁaikH7x:

to those who voted for it who are still with us;’thdSe,who ;f
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didn't, and somehow convince them. This is the reason I |

esked the question earlier this morning. Maybe even on an initi

. { . L
~fragmentary basis -7 maybe they will say, "We can't give

A

t&oo‘$6 million for the whole year, but we will give‘you ohe—‘
ithird of that for one-quarter of the year."

fiﬁé?.l don't know whether that is feasible or.not.b Butxet ieest
,kiweihave éot the flow of resources on the levei.we feel_are'

‘required.

’ :
But I don't know 3; I have falth it is 901ng to be

fSOld. We will have to call on you, Mr. Chalrman, even though g

LyoquOn't be here after'January 3. But I thlnk:the'lnfernCe

' Chalrman Downlng° I have faith in the manner”ianhich -
‘ == . 3

'thehstaff is proceeding.

"Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Chalrman, may I just ask 1n that

o , ; R
5regard A could a part of thlS report be the llstlng of the
’unanswered questions that we have with respect to the plea of

gullty by Ray?

Sprague. Yes. And in making the report I w111 be r'

-¢6nscious»of the thoughts that are suggested here. But I would

hélSo like to respond with one comment to Mr. Gonzalez.rf[ﬂ:f

' You cannot have funding for a'thlrd of the year or B

‘half of the year. There is no way that we can get the"‘w
. competence and the kind of staff that we need;‘and.say ifﬂ7lf”“"

to them; "We can only tell you you are going to be empioyed->-n
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f;om now to March,”gor ﬁOW'to June¥” It is problem enouéh.
:Thé bther would make it‘impossible. Thefe%her—wchd?makéf
ﬁuftuigizghairman Downing;glokéy. Any further questions of this 
p>?Wi£5éés?va ndt, thegcbﬁmiﬁfeekis adjourned, and we will‘meet
féégiﬁ oﬁ Friaay, Decémbér 17, ;t the call of thelchdir; 
nst¥1 é§£ereupon, at 4£2$5§E§$§ak>p;m., the committee
édjéﬁfﬁed to“re¢onVene §h Friday, Dedember 17, at,thé»éalii

lbf ﬁhe Chairj]
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