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Mr. Goldsmith. You testified earlier, I believe, that

uponnreCéiptqof this cable, the Tarasoffs, orvBoris,Tarasoff,‘

" made a voice comparison. Is that correct?

Ms;.Goodpastﬁre: That ==
Mr;.GoldSmith; "Your testimony earlier;.I believe, was
that-upchrep%ipt:of thi§*caﬁle'frcm‘headquarters; Boris -
Tarasoff made a voice amﬁarison.of,the tape recordings?
.Ms;gGoodpasturé; Tﬁat.iS'right;
Mr. Goldsmith. And they concluded —-
‘MS:-Géodpasture;~ At*sOme timeiafter-receipt'of this
cable;-according t&lfadeipt:of thatvnote; I. do not know
when;
Mr:.GoldSmithi Hé'cdncluded:that it‘was'the same
Person on'bothjtapes;jis that¥correct?: |
~Ms:‘Goodpasture:  Th&tﬁis‘right;
'Mr;.GoldSmith; I would like YOﬁ‘to refer now to page
21 in $t'ack C‘, page 21
'MS;=Goodpasture: 'One”mCment;. LN
Mr. Goldsmith. We will make ‘that page 22. Can you
idéﬁtifyvthisrdocument?. |
'MS;Vquapasturé;, Yes;,'Thngisvarcopy_ofwércable that

wasasent‘frcm”headquarters‘t6~Washington,'

- Mr..CGoldsmith, Who was the originating officer of this'.

' cable?

" Ms . Goodpasture, -I' am,
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| . 3%  Mr. Goidsmith; ‘Whe was the authenticating officer of
. 2 E this 'cabl'e.?iv | |
_ 3% Ms:‘Goédpastura: I ;m;
. 4 l _ Mr',l;l gold'smith.;iv. What is your understanding of the term
é 5% "authenticating officer"? What does that term mean?
2 -6E Ms;-Goodpasture: ‘Someone who hHas the authority to sign
bg '7{ 'arcable; to.releaselit;
é 3% /an‘Golésmith: ‘Would an authenticating officer simply
< 9% sign a cable and releaseiit; or is there anything that he.
o : ,
£ 10| would do before signing?
%, i % Ms; Goodpasture;. The releasing officer'was a superior
% ! . '
% 2 {’foicer-
. § 13 ' Mr,Goldsm:z.th ‘ It‘ would be the ireSpén‘sibility of the
% i % authenticating officer;»would it not;.ta,#efify the,acéuracy
% 35% of.tﬁé'contents~ofathe cable?  Is that correct?
f% Té%l Ms;-Goodpasture; ‘Yes; that would be'his.reSponsibility.
,ﬁ ‘7é- Mr;-Goldsmith; iDrawing your attention to the bottom of
% !82 page“zz;»pleaseiread.théTSeCOnd paragraph. It continues on
P b
z.019 | to page 23,
= :
s %0 | (Pause) -
:3§§§%;21%% ' 'Ms; GOdeasture: “ias;
® <= ‘Mr. Goldsmith. Specifically, this seems to indicate
732 that tﬁe:Station‘is:unableﬁtomccmpare.ﬁhe;voice of.the first
‘I' 242 tape; wﬁicH;Was:erased pror. to the receipt of the second call?

H¥ 50955 Docld:
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_ ! Ms, C-o'o.dpa-s.tur.e; Right.
. _ 2 Mr..f Go‘l'dsmi'tl'i‘.‘il . Do you have any. eicplanation' for the
_ 2 i,nconsis:ten’cy: between this r'do:cfmnen{: and-your- earlier tes’timonyi
. - that ._the'ré. 'jwa'sv a volice comparison made? _ f :
}23 : ! ' Ms. _Goodpaéture‘.;': "The only ei(pl-anatiohrtha't I can make :
= x
f $ i is that the Soviet tran'Scrib.er made it on the basis of not |
g 7 listening to.the‘f'twov tapébs':a:gain :o.ver‘.; but,_on his memory 'of | i
g 3 ‘ yes,‘,:' that is the same man that I listened to and transcribed
S % | the tape from the Soviet Embassy, the man who called himself
- 3 , . ,
g 1o 1 Lee Oswald.
% H ; Mr. ‘Dod'dA,‘ ' Co'un'seli," I do not want .tb“ interrupt you.
E "2‘ ; Mrsf.»rv' Go.‘oidp'aslture.,,‘ you worked a long time in that 'Emba'ss‘y.,. '
. % '13‘ E you are wvery familiar Qith_.'.techn"i:z:;al terms and terminology
i 'MAI that are ‘use‘d,A , |
g 1 , : : Now;; when you are doing a voice comparison: and what . x
i 15 all of that meansr;‘ a voice comparison, that is a rather :
i. ?7 E '.t'echn".i'ca,l‘ d’e's'-;_ér-i?t-ion‘ of somethmg , and you just stated a
§ .!“8 mlnute ia.g.o:vthatt ‘a voice comparison was .madev..’ I would assume
B by that that ysoﬁ' are ',tell'i;ig this Committee —= and we are
- X ~grateful that you are here ",-“i\r'e ‘appreciate your te'bs'timonvy,
g;’\—i'%-:‘%” We have a .Veryf'difrficult‘ job in front of us, ‘We are ‘tr.yir.é
_ . : ’\'\/ = ' to get ‘to the b.cst‘t'crl‘n‘ of this whole ’_s,;to'ry.,._ and you are making |
7l it aigficute, i
. vzz | I do-not like ‘to_ahave, to tell .;/"ou".thatz,z' but you are;' You
+ arexpsir_:g the term "voice comparison'™ and you are indicating :
| ALDERSON Ra?oa".'t:\’s CCMPANY. INC-
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% .
'mi _toxthis;cOmmittee'thatmtﬁere was:analysis made of a person's
. 2 vci‘cé,:»not-.thé 'meﬁo&'~of. a"transcrib,erv.» It is a technical job%.,'
| 3. Itﬁis,notvsomething thaﬁ.you'leave’£0Asomébcdy who is merely |
. s a t’ransl‘ator.,: and you just finished ‘.t’e.l.ling us that a voice
z .53- comparison waswmade: Your own memorandum there on page 21 |
‘é s saysvthat; in fact;-one'éould not have been made.
s ~ What is the truth here?
s g{ - Ms;!Goodpasture; I-think'that'What.happeﬁed.was,that
‘z $ the voice.comparison; by taking the two tapes; I think the
:‘ qgé tape had been destroyed, » |
2 I i
gJ 1;; Based on my memory nNow ==
g 12§ Mr; bddd:"What‘you.just said a minute ago =-~
.. ii: 13 %, MS. .(;‘;dodpas.tur.e..i To tell you the truth, I do not
| % Te ‘remember |
2 ilif‘ . Mr;.Dodd:“Whatﬁyou'just said a*moment;agolis not |
;; 13 | true; then;-tﬁat there is not a voiceﬁcomparisoﬁ?‘
; 17 Ms:fGoodpasture; "What I said a moment ago was based on |

'8 | a-note that had been made in the files, that the transcriber

an 7tH STREET,

20 || ago..

|
|
i
'3 || haddcompared the voices, and this note was written 14 years P
. : |
i
1

e 1 '~ Mr, Dodd. ‘Based upon your working knowledge of the
Ny s » B - pe s, . - - - » ’
. §/<5< 12 ¢ terminology of voice comparison, dees that normally Inyolve i
i : ' f
23 lf ‘listening to. two tapes with someone who is technically trained
\ . 22 | to make a determination as to whether or not the voices on two
23 & different tapes are one and the same Berson? i
é i
|

. ALSERSON BIPORTING CCTMPANY, INC.
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Ms, Goodpasture. The way it was used, to me it would

5

" also mean that a person who had listened to two tapes at

different times and said that they were the same, that it

e

would be a comparison by him.
Mrf Dodd. . ThHat was considered a:bona fide voice

5 || comparison?

o~

Ms, Goodpasture. Not in the technical sense that you

: arefreferring to;J.Yqu areicorreCt;
7 | Mr;iDodd: 'Counsel;,you'may~éroceed. I am awfully

i
10 ? confused about. your statement.,
: ‘ Ms. -Goodpasture_." 'I".apol'Qgiée for that. It is a con-
2 %.fusion&tome of so muchfmateriallatroneftime; going over it

@ i and the details of it. But I honestly do not remember being

1 pre&entuwﬁén“thOSeftapeS:wereilistened tc; or a.convefsation'
3 ; relating to-it;"It.was this material that came up in the
< files,

Mr.. Dodd, ' You understand, when you are talking &out

voices being compares, you are comparing a tape of someone

speaking,

"Z 3ﬁﬂ ITH STREET, S.u. REPORTERS BUTLDTING, CASHTHGTON, DG, 20024 (202) S554-23u5

£

20 MS;’GOédpasture};=Rigﬁt;- ” i

'-ZgﬁfZ??f | Mz, Dodd, Yéu7canﬁ°t'mak5fa comparison based on a» ;

L E | transcript or someone's memory of a tape that had been -
."V :3% &eStroyed; By your Own-tEStimpgy; : g
¢ - Ms. Goodpasture. A better way to explain it would have
- = been , probably, if this occurred, would have been to have | i

CALCERSCON ITPAKRTING CCMPANY. INC.
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- said that the transcriber who listened to both tapes said

| that it was the samé person rather than using the term

"voice comparison.™

~Mr, Dodd. You sent out this memo. Let me refer you

" to page 67.

‘Ms. GoOdpasture; Yeg, sir.
" Mr, Dodd. Stack C.
In.émungOkinga,atﬁwthiécgnéwz »stoxry: here, :nri
Can I ask you, is that your handwriting on the bottom there?
You see the documentation?
Ms, Goodpasture. Yes, sir.
Mr. Dodd. ' Whose handwriting is that?
:Ms, Goodpasturé.g'lt is mine.
Mr. Doda.' Read that for me. I can't read your hand- -
writing too.well. ~What does that say?

- Ms. Goodpasture. It séys-the caller from the Cuban
Embassyiﬁas unidentified until Headquarters sént traces on
Oswald énd voices cdmparéd by Findglass who is the Soviet
translator.

Mr, Dodd.- When did you make tha.t annotation?
Mé; Goodpastire, When?
Mr, Dodd. Yes.
~ Ms.’Goodpasture;‘ I do not know,
Mr, Dodd. Approximately?

Ms.vGoodpasture,- I would assume we made it some time

ALCERSON RIPORTING CTMPANY. INC.
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after the date of this article. To answer your question

truthfully, I do not know. | ‘

(18]

§-

Ms, Goodpasture,. The date on this article was 21 October

tan

|
|
'3% Mr, Dodd. Was it ten years ago, a year ago?
|
i
|
i 1964,
1

& - Mr. Dodd. Would you,haVe done it right at the time that

~ the article had come out?

(8 8]

Ms., Goodpasture. I will tell you --

~3

. Mr, Dodd.  Unfortunately, we are going to have to

D.Co 20024 (202) 554-234%
~4

10 | “break again for anothér vote and I am going to come back i

again in five minutes. In that five minutes, I want you to

12 i think very hard about when you made' that annotation., I am
| s

‘éoing'to ask you to give me an-answerrto that.

I do not want to have to remind you here that you are
15 | sworn to tell the whole truth to this Committee and it is )
16§ vitally important. |
ar _ Ms, Goodpasture, - That is what I have been trying to
28 ,305 | |
.Mr.'Dodd;* This is a veryfimpbrtant matter, We will

take a recess and come back in five minutes and I would like’

]Z 100 7T STREET, S.¥. REVORTERS BUTEDBING, VASHIHCTOH,

§ you to think about it.dﬂring those five minutes, and then I ;

A
)

vLs.
/

would like you to give me‘your best answer to that question

1 I just asked you.

L3S )
3

. We will stand in recess.
(A brief recess was taken.) o %

. : ) ' ERSON REP ,'T;‘.N-’" CTMPANY. INC.
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Mr. Dodd. Picking up,-Mrs,»Goodpasture, where we left

1| off at the time of the last break and you have had a few

[#%)

minutes to think over my guestion, I do not want vou to think

TS

for one second that I am particularly being tough in any

Mr. Dodd., 19642

‘Ms., Goodpasture,,vI think it would have been some time

'é 1 way. It is just that these are very, very important ques-
i i .
-5 5% tions ‘and I would like you to answer“yqu as honestly and as
§ 75- candidly as you can as to when you think you made that
é | notation.
< 9% Ms. Goddpasture.» I think that I made the notation withil
= |
'g IO% about a week or ten days after the date of the newspaper
é \13; article, because this was a Washington article and it wquld
o o
SR %'have been sent to us ig Mexico
1 1
|
k
13

51 towards the end of October, 1964,

REPORTERS BUTLDTHNG,

] ICI Mr, Dodd, Did.I understand you correctly to'respond
2 I’.'E-_to_,-counsel«’s question, turning to page 22, that you were
< , _
E ¥l the releasing officer, authenticating officer =-- which was it
E ' | on that memo? Did I hear your response to that corfectlY?
= . .
5 402 Mr, Goldsmith., Were you the authenticating officer of
o { i .
§§%%'ﬂ this memo?
P et X
Hg/ 220 _
7N i Ms. Goodpasture. Yes,
23 |

; Mr. Dodd. You were the authenticating officer for
that memo?

Ms ., Goodpasture, Cable,

DucId:322%3434.' Page 141
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| S 1-141
i , :
1 t Mr. Dodd. Cable dated 23 November 19632
® 2 i Ms. Goodpasture. Xe‘s, }si}:.
_3 | . Mr., Dodd, .I_réad to you again paragraph 2. "In view
. ‘ B t Oswald Soviet Union. In: fact, he claimed on 1 October, the
E, 51 envoy" -- whatever that is -- “tokhaVe visited-the Soviet
é .é' Embassy 28 September. 'Subject paragraph 1l probably Oswald.
g 7' Station unablé to compare voice as first tape erased prior
S 3| second call.™
= | :
; q% That is November, 1963 and in October of '64, "Voices
: 19 é compared by Findglass.“ - Which is true?
E i % ﬁs. Goodpasture, The notation was made in 1964 on this
? _m;? newspaper article. I thiﬂk»that.I was referring‘to the trans-
. % 13 1 Crib,er; Mr... Tarasoff's, iéentifying --thé' man  as having made
% '¢ || both calls in listening*to;the tapes.
g 15% Mr. Dodd, Why did you not make-thatrsamE*obseration i
; Jé‘]on‘23 November 1963§
; }fw o MS.~GoédpastUre; “That was a mistake I made that I should
%' fsg not have-made. I should have stated it exactly as it occurred
; *E?]-éoxwe.would'not-be in doubt now. 'But I do not know. 1"
'§ io- -~ Mre Dodd. So the statement made on 23‘November"63Ais. é
e 21 inaccurate? }'
. iv/\:\i 22 } : M_s.-‘Goodpa-stur.e.-,. To the best of my knowl_edge, it is. |
| ?3§ I am sure I could not locate the tapes, or I would not have. %
. 24 put that in the cable, |

|18}
L

Mr.DDodd. Thank you. ’ |

' i ALCERSON RIFORTING COMPANY, INC.
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1-142
:  1§ ' Counsel, you may proceed.
@ 7 Mr. Goldsmith. Thank vou.
:3_‘ o Inlthié.fega:d, Iiwould like_to.refer to Stack;B; the
. - , documentA, p.a‘ge 1 in Stack B, wh:.ch is the transcript oftthe
5 Sé . conversation in reference to Oswald; That is Stack B,'page
é é% -l.faThiéxis a tranécription-of a conversation involving
§ '7‘ Oswald'that.took placé,on l‘October 1963.
&g VBy'the line which immediately follows the number 151
= . .
Z 5‘ 'in brackets it says-"the same person who phoned a day or so
: . ' |
; 0 | ago and spoke in broken Russian.” |
g !1% Viewing this language in connection with paée 67 of
? P2 E Stack C, that is the newsééper,article that we were just
. ; 13 %_'feferring to == ,
§:'§4 g Ms. G@odpa#tu:e.- 67,
% _is% | - Mr, Goldsmith. Page567, thernewspapef article that §
g' 13 nge were‘just-referring'to;'TI direct your attention to the E
%» TT% last paragraph of that article, the one that is marked off,
2 ?iévépecifically'the one thaﬁ'is adjécent.to your marginal nota-
g 19 ‘tion.
: § 20 - Would you please read ﬁhat?
e MR ‘Ms; Goodpasture. Yes.
NN ' - ;
| . f’/é:\f 2 : ~ Mr. Goldsmith. Might it not be said that, viewing these;
73zttwo items tggether; the language in this paragraph and the |
. 2 %g.’st,atemen't -in,:-hrac‘keﬁs}-., the same perspxﬁ'--.who phoned a day or so

i
‘E
4
'
|

ago and spoke broken Russian, that it was apparent that Oswald

B ALDEESAN RIPORTING CCMPANY. INC.
HW 50955 DocId:32263434 Page 143
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1-143
in fact, had visited the Cuban Embassy earlier?
Msi. G‘oodpéétﬁre:. Would you repeat that again, please?

Mr. Goldsmith. Viewing these two documents together,

"the last paragraph of the article, the language in brackets,
it says, "The éame person who phoned a day or so ago and

" spoke in broken Russian."

Does it not become apparent that Oswald; in fact, had
vigited the Cuban Embassy earlier?

I admit thatfis not a direct_inference'that.can-be

drawn, but :if you follow the transcripts, if you go back to.

the preceding Saturday and you review'the transcripts from

that day, it becomes apparent that Oswald had been at the Cuba

Embassy onrsaturday.f:The'pdint that I am getting at is that
independent. of these documents heré,'it*would seem that a
voice‘comparison,-invfact, would ha#e”tohhave been made.

Ms, Goodpasture., I think that he recognized the voice

from having listéned'to,a tape oftthe Cuban Embassy that had

Russian on it but did not have a name, instead of just
listening to-two tapes.
Mr. Goldsmith. '~ Going back to page'22;6f Stack C it

says, "station unable to compare voice as first tape erased

prior receipt second call.”

Does that suggest to you at at the time that this cable

| was sent the second tape waszstill in existence? It says

one tape was destroyed or erased; the second one was not.

ALDERSON STSORTING COMPANY. INC.




v | | ~ o 1-144
o Ms. Goodpasture. No, I tbink that it had been eraéed.'
| . 2 Mr, Goldsmith. You say both have been erased?
_ il ‘This says, "étationaunable to compléte” -—- |
. 4 Ms. Goodpé.sture; The first tape --
§ 3% -Mr;;Goldsmith. Right. The first tape, aécérding to
'é §ﬁ this cable, had been erased. What:aboﬁt the second tape?
g ’% Ms. Gdodpasture, Pardon me?
‘é _3' . Mr, Goldsmith. Whaﬁ,about the secoﬁd;tape? There are
; 5| two tapes we are talking about.
[ i - . i
z 00 . 'Ms, Goodpasture, YOu said what about the second tape.
% 1 % . Mr. Goldsmith. Yes, that is what I said.
? H’% f'-ThiS‘seémS'Eo éuggeSt’that-whiLe*the first tape had
. % 13 1 been“er_ased‘, the second tape has not been erased.
% 1 % Ms; Goodpasture, That iS’right;
= i : ,
; 35% =Mr;‘Goldsmith."This‘cable is dated November 23, 1963, !
g Ié? What happened to,the-tépe that was in existence on November i
% .17i'23, 196372 ;
% 255 Ms;:Goodpastufe; I do not think that it was still in i
5 ' : !
; 19 existence'in:November; 1963 but I thinkfﬁhat“itﬁstill was in |
§ :0  existehCe'wﬁén.the tape from the second call came”back*to us. |
ZCF;%;QIE%Bﬁt-the*first.oge; we discoveréd, had been erased. %
. 3 fz‘z = 1{ Mr. Goldsmith. This says, "station unkable. to. compére. 1
' 23%iVOi'ce-asfirst‘tapeferased prior receipt second call." Why %
.- 2 does mnot the cable say instead ==
v .

i ~Ms, Goodpasture. They both were ‘erased, I do not j{ﬁow_ !
| - o | T
| |

' " ALCERSCM REPORTING COMPANY. INC. |
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| ‘ . . |
1 | Mr. .Gdldsmi.th.. I recalled e‘arli.er'that your.wtesti'mony |
. , | was that you Looked f_er the tapes and that you coul,d_not ‘
1 find the first one. That also suggests that this second one, i
. : in fact, was found;- It
ESE _ Was the second tape found? - ' ’
é A ‘i Ms Goéépastu;e; ‘Would you repeat that, ‘pleasev? i
é  7‘ i - Mr. Goldsmith, Your tes't‘imony earlier was that you
:; 3 ‘ looked for the t‘ap'es:but yeu-were unable’to find the first
< o
t c,‘ ; tape. You did not say that you were unable to. find either
: 10 l' tape.:‘ You said that you were unable to flnd the fJ.rst tape.v |
g 1 ’ That, aga:.n, suggests that the second tape was found, i
g 12 i ‘Ms ., Goodpasture. »:N'ev‘, I do not think I was able to f:.nd
!
.. § 13 % any of the tapes that had Lee Oswald’s calls on them. I found
%’ 14 i the original transcrlpts, but I cou"d not find the tapes that
g | , had those calls. |
5 13 ‘ Mr. Goldsmith;' "The calls in question came in between |
Z 7 ! .-Sept'e‘mﬁe.r 27 and .Oetobe‘r' l.-,‘ 1-96.3-,V» is that correct? ~ {‘
; ‘ ’sK } Ms. ’Go_odpast‘ur.e-'.‘»' The first call? ' _ i
= 15| Mr, coldsmith. Yes.
: 20' v! Ms. Goodpasture . Y'es':: | : ;
7‘,\:\3;_7’ ls . Mr. Goldsmith. The first call came in, as it turns .
. “ Ji;\? ::‘ out;t September ,27th;~i The.last' cell that was attributed to ;
23 :i Oswal&.c‘ame: in "Octob'e;: lst.. So we have a timespan here of f,ivie
. | ‘2,{ ar six days in.véhich the calls cane J.n, and your tesitimony is
23 “ that the first tape ‘wes, erased prior to the receipt of the 1
; |

i
: o ALOERSON RESORTING CTMPANY. INC. oo
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. |
. : _ : 5
~second call, yet earlier, you indicated that the normal time 1

-lag was two weeks,

[

Here we have a tape being erased well before the normal

time;lag.- Do you have any explanation for that?

S ' ‘MsdfGoodpasture; No. i
) Mr, Goldsmith. Referring to page 28, Stack C, could

7 you identify this document?

20024 (202) S54-2345

3 Ms, Goodpasture, It is a ;opyﬁof the cable sent from
d .S .MexiCO'to,Wéshington; CIA Headquatrters.
; 10§ .. Mr, GoldSmith;' What is the date on it?
g ’1§ Ms;=GoodPésture; Thendate'on it isv23’November’l963;
? n.g, Mr;vGoldSmith; "Directing your attention to paragraph
< |
. *g 13 i 4 of ’this_‘particulér décmnen,t, would yoﬁ please read vthat?_
E 54% Ms; Goodpasture. bouglaS'J} Findglass who did transcrip+
< i - _ i
% 55% tion said Oswald is)identical to person speaking broken %
%‘ IéélRussian’who»called' frbm'Cuban:Embassy‘28 September to Soviet |
a XTE'Embéssy. : o ‘ | |
'é ?52. And that}‘I'think;'was~takén from the information in'ﬁhis
g’ §9i franscript;’B-l, line-ISl;
§ 20| Mr;_GoldSmith;'-Yqur response then is that -- I il
:ﬁ£§§;;2yi}h?*v"ﬁs'iGﬁOdpastur9€i#I$thiﬁk*th§fﬁwas“takeﬁifrOm~this'j i
. f/\‘:f\ :3. éstatgment in the October 1 trans_:cript,..' i
| 73% ‘Mr, Goldsmith, vAt~anY~timé-after'the assaséination of %
. : zd_ Eéthe Pr'esident;. did a-nyone. gov to Boris Tarasoff wh.o is the
25

‘person referre

d to, whose pseudonym was Douglas Findglass ==

. . sy - el
ALCERSON REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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~at any time after the assassination did anyone go to Mr;
Tarasoff and ask him whether the person.épeaking in these
"c0nversationé was the séme'person?
».Ms.-Goodpasture: I did not, but I did not see it.
The person who saw~hiﬁ wés Hervaineil and that wés]his case
officér;; The outside person for the electronic sﬁrveillancev
delivered tapes to‘me; but he did not give theﬁAguidande or
supervidgion. That wésggiven~tc him by Mr., Minell, who wbuld
have been the one who would have gone to him and talked tokhiq

i

about this, - i

-'0‘-Mr: GoldSmith;v’Thisnparggraph-nUmberf4,seemS'to suggest

doesxit‘nOt,’thatrFindgiass was actuéhly specifically asked
"whether Oswald was"thevSame'person“aépeariﬁg in ea¢h1Canersa~

tion.

§

Ms., Goodpasture. It.could be_interpréted'that way or %
it could also have been taken from this other transcript. 5

M:; Goldsmith; -And finally, I would Like”youto.compareg
the statement in paragraph 4 of this cable with paragraph 2
on pagé'22;

- (Pause)

Paragraph 4 indicateS*that.EihdglaSS'said.that Oswald |

is identical with the person in paragraph 1 speaking broken

Russian,»yet the. earlier cable on page 22, the second para-

|

i
|
i
|
!

jgraphjée-this~i31your cable =-- vou report thatzthe'station,was§

unable to compare the voices, Is thére any way to resolve theg
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| 1 ; inconsistency?
.‘ 2 : Ms. Goodpas.ture;.-‘" The only explanation is “the- one I made‘i
3 Ii previously, is that the two tapes were:istill not available at
. 3 I that time to. comi:aré and we had to take the transcriber's B
5 * { word for it. ‘
CR i Mr. Gold's-mith,v,f I would also like.to point out that
S 7| paragraph 2, the very last line, the first tuo words, it says
:CE: 5 ‘"probably Osw‘aldv.'."' 'Is that correct?
: ? MS.. .Goo.dpasture.' Page 2272 .
);: i Mr.fGoldsm:Lth. Page"ZZr,l' the second pvar.agraph,' thef‘e.last‘ﬁ
g M i liné., it says "probably Oswald." .
g_ 2 i Ms"-.’Goodpas.turev.V' Yes?.» }
' 5 z _ e
E - 5o | Mr. Goldsmith. This cable is Mexico 7023, | | }
E 14 i The'n; two cables later, '7025;- the fourth 'péragraph,. it f
g 13 } says Douglas..J. .Findglass," who did transcriptions, says ‘
< i _ _ , v :
:; s | Oswald is identical. We ho longer have any words of qualif_icaé-
: 7 4I tions, | E
% '8 | I am referring now to page 29 I paragraph 4. ' E
; 7 Ms , Goodpasture. What page is the other one? o !
S Mr Goldsmith. Page '29‘; paragraph 4, It says, Findglas%s,_.
| :(\f'-:\sg‘__ﬂ ’ who did trar‘iscription; says Oswald .'i‘s‘- ';‘.deriti*cal.. . The earlier ‘
s : : A :
. ¥ \‘\(J = :I cable says ,':' 5!»pmbably-'-.Oswald’.,“”’Un_a.b.le.-ltoi compare voice as = ‘
' -3 ]i first tape 'erased'priof to receipt "of-,._the' second."
. 22 5 : Two cables later ,v- it says. that Ein’dglvas.s:“saysv Oswald is
| # xi fdentical with the person s;pea’king ‘broken Russian wha called

ALSERSON RERORTING COMPANY, INC.
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from the Cuban Embassy on September 28th.

‘What happened between the time that Mexico 7023 was sent

“ount and Mexico 7025 was sent out to éccount for this differ=:.

ence?

.Ms;.goodpasture; The only explanation I can give is

that we went over the files again and we found the references

that the transcriber had made, the statemenss that he had

made,“that~it.wasfthe'same.pérsonf ~Oh, Mr, Minell could have

_gone~out and talked with him,

‘In your interview with Mr. Minell, I am sure that he

would remember if he did.

®

Mr. Dodd. Let me interrupt for one second.

Miss Goodpasture, at the time that vou were sitting down)
and having discussions over these November 23 -- over this

23 November, 1963, when vou were sitting down and comparing

these two membrandum; was'Mr;‘Tarasoff éVer.present in the
preparation of these memos?
Mﬁ;AGoodpasturé:’ pid Mr: Tarasoff ever =-
Mr;chdd; ;Was.he,preSent'duriné the preparations of
these menmos and theSe'discussiéhs you were having?
 MS§fGoodpasture; quu mean this one?
Mr;-Dodd;- I am talking about page 22, the memoranduﬁ
onﬁwhichjyou_were'the?éuthOri;ingvoffiéeﬁ; the memorandum
invalvingrparagfaphf4 on page 29 where“Mr; Findglass says

that. Oswald is identical.

ALDERSOMN REPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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E
| " ! | : Ms; Goodpasture. No, he was not present.
. 2 | Mr Dodd; He was not .preseﬁt for any of those discus- |
| 1| sions? |
.. | 3 i | ‘Ms, Goo.dpast-ure;:' No.
é 3 % Thexrreason waé that he was located outside of_ |
é -3 | and the’Sé were not taken outs*ide..-
é '7‘ Mr.v ADod_d.:.. Did you éwer personally speak to Mr. Ta}rasoflfs?
‘; g - -.Ms*:'Gonpas.ture.” Y,es'", I have spoken to h‘im personally.
: 5 . Mr. Dodd; - Dpid you spea'k;i +o him at theée time?
;‘ - 10 ‘1 Ms. Goo.dp'asture_;f wNo‘-.7i_ I was not in touch with him at i
é I » this time?
% e .
:{ i2 E Mr. Dodd., Did you speak to him -- how did ‘you know »hé
. _§_ 13 l, comparéd the voices? |
i 14 j‘ Ms, Goodpasture ..i ‘P‘ardon me?
P ! ‘ )
é 13 , . Mr, Dodd. How do you know he compared the voices if ‘:
f 1$ ‘i‘ you did not speak to him? j
; 17 Ms . Goodpasture. I took it from this transcript, I |
g ES,' think, from a Stat‘enien’t‘ ‘made. here that he typed hinms el'_fﬂ, the-
a , v :
E 5 | P 1=B is a copy of a transcript ‘prepared by 'I‘araso-f_,f;on. his
S 20 ty.pewriterl..- ' ' | “
| Z‘:::\?:?:?‘ B ' Mr. podd. Let us suspend for a second. l
& gl B  (Pause) .
73% Go ahead. - %
& % | Mz, Goldsmith. Probably you will not believe this. I
= § cnly have a few more gquestions, | | j
| --
NW 50955 DocId:32283434 Page 151 ' ALCESSCON RIPORTING COMPANY. INC. |
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-4 makes1a_referencefto*FindglaSS.saying that Oswald is identi-

‘Cﬁban’Embassy on SeptEmbérAzsth;‘is that correct?

“referred,to~earlier1“'On~Page;28 and 29 was the copy that

- cable now, . In each ‘case, paragraph 4 makes the same referenc
to Oswald's being identical, et cetera, et cetera. Who was

the authenticating officer, page’32, I believe.

- cable?

i
i
i
i

1-151
Turning to . page 30 of the documents in Stack C, this
is a;duplicate'ofVMeiico number 7025, is that correct?
Ms. Goodpasture. Yes.

 Mr, Goldsmith, This is the same cable that in paragraph
.cal with the person who spoke broken Russian involved in the

Ms, Goodpasture. Wait a minute;. I am not.following you,

page 3072

‘Mr, Goldsmith. Turn to page 30Q. That is a duplicate

of 7025. That is the Mexico copy of 7025.

Ms . Goodpasture. Mexico 7025, right.

- Mr, Goldsmith. This is your copy, the one that you

went to headquarters, is that correct?

Ms ., Goodpasture. Yes.'

Mr. Goldsmith, Fine. ﬁWé'are'talkingaaboutAthe‘Same

L (/S

Ms. Goodpasture. I am.. ' : 5
Mr. Goldsmith, Turning back to page 23, which refers |

touMexiéo.7023;Ewho.is the authenticating officer of that . :

Ms, Goodpasture. I am,

ALCERSON RIPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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1 Mr;-'.Go;ldsmith.‘i Yet,:'in the first cable, you say
. 2.  "probably Osv\ra.'l.'c’i.~ Station unable t’omparé voicé”as first tape a
.2 | erased prior receipt s‘ec’ond" call.‘.“ - And in th.e second cable-
. . 4| you state, "Oswald is iderittical;"‘ without any language of
| % S % qualification.: :
fé é 2 . Ms. Goodpaétur.e.i I said that the transcriber said he
g 7 was: -identical; r;“.g"l"i‘t'?: , |
s Mr. Goldsmith. Did anything happen?
z 9 Ms Gooﬁdpas.ture'." ~ In the other one, we were unable to
. 10 1 have the tapes for somecne '_else-:.to. compare lthe‘zn;- for other [

3 people to listen to them or to send them to headquarters~ for |

VASHIHGTYON,

iz i them tolisten to them’,} ‘but. we. did have on record from this
.' % e ‘ transcript that he had prepared that Tarasoff said that the
% 14 1l calls w\erlel made by the same man—.‘
é i3 i B Mr. Goldsm.l.th You have ~no .e'x'plan;.tion for why the |
E 12 E! Oswald tapes would have been erased within six daysh of their 1
‘: 17 | -rec'eiét- by the .‘Meﬁc'i’corci'ty station as opposed to within the il
g 13 normal two-week ip'er'iod‘: " _ l[l
& ,, : .
£ ¥ l l\'Is:‘;*f-'fGoddpas_ture.‘.' No;. I cannot explain it. \} lz
§ 0 i{ Mr. Golasimi‘th.‘.:. ~One-final queslt-'i‘qn».“- “Have yqu discussed i
= E * the Ités}timony ‘that you have given: us ft.od_ay;- have you dis.cussed%
(NN ! ' !
’ f'\é{’j 2 ( that with anyone prior to coming here '*;od_ay? | ;
= Ms. Goodpasture-."‘ Have T discussed the testimony? '
. | 2 “.Mr.-.j-fféiGé&dsmith: Have you di'scussed the nature of your -
| 23 ” testimony with anyone prior to your cfoini:ng hére ‘today? |

ALDERSON RIPORTING COMPANY, INC.
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i
1 : Ms., Goodpasture‘; Thé 'oniy discussion I had was>a
. 2 éonfusion about my coming uﬁ:;:‘whi’c_h I discuss’edv when I 1
3 ‘ arrived.,- and there was a misunderstanding of my being 'brought
’ i up here‘."
PRI i Mr. Goldsmith. I am aware: 'of:,th.at..»- |
- é °l " Have. ly-ou discussed the substance of your testimony with |
g 5 % anybody , or what you t»ho'ugh,t'l would be your tes’t’imony with .
S 3 \ anyone? : ' ’ ;
< t : i
i 9 E Ms. -Goo:d‘pastur,e:li No, I. have not talked with anyone ,s.inc;e
: '1QE I'leftghere,yeSteraay:- | %
< ! |
g o CMr. Gol‘d‘smith:f' ‘Since you left the Committee's offices
E:E 12 y&s-.terdvay',v'is thHat :correc’ﬁ? _ |
. é 13 | ' Ms:.h‘ Go.odpastu'reﬂ'.‘“ ThHat is- rlgh.t. I left your ofﬁiée"
g 14 y'est'er'day-v, | |
«
© :|  Mr. Goldsmith. I have nothing further. Thank you |
g % . /
i 14 i. yvery much, ‘
i i Mr,. Chairman? E
o ‘ . : ‘
5 !8‘ | Mr, Dod.d:ﬁ”'Mr—.' Preyer, do you have :any' questions? l|
; 1% ' M::. Preyer . I ‘have. no further questiions at this time, ,
§ 20 * 'M.r“." D.od‘d:.. ”“Mrs‘." Goo.dpasturé"," first of all , I would like }
o v
. | :(é&__;"l ‘{ to reques’tt of you that yvou -leave:_%‘y»‘:our address or addresses *
. f:j 22 , with the Legislative Counsel of ‘the CIA from time to time = 1
23 I so if we feel a“'nee'd. to get back 'vin touch with 'you} we can ‘
. 2 'cohtact ,th'ém and they- ca‘n‘ locate you for:'us-." ITf you would E
zséido-that}.r‘wouid appreciate it.

|
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_
i | - .Secondly, I want you to know.that\wefare_grateful to
‘l’ ’ 2 ‘ you for<appearingfbefore“your Commiﬁtee.‘ You have been help-
3 fui»andlwe’arefgratefuiuto you for thatf
‘I' | 4 I want to apologize to you*if.I seemed to be a little
g S§ ébrésivé’on that oné‘point;'ﬁﬁichjis that we are trying to
é 4 || get to the truth of this a§ quickly as we can., Under our
g 7 rules of this COmmittee; we}giveﬂeachXWitneSS'anvoppbrtunityl
é Sf ‘at ‘the conclusion of'theiruteStimonyvﬁo take five minutes and
; 9: sum up or add any additional infbrmation<£hat ycu:feel’might.
s - . _ 5
é WG; Be helpful to this Committee or to correct what you may feel
g‘ 4?%"arefanyﬂinconsistehcies~br'confusion-over testimony that you
« i .
%b [ '-have‘givennthischmmittee; and T wiil'ask'youvnow,to take
g Al -
. g '3 ’ advantage , if you would so desire, of five minutes or so .to”
i ﬁ'i make'th&tn&ummatioﬁ; |
é 15;‘ st;vGoodpasture;.‘The only thing that I could think of P
? .ziv% right nowﬁis:thatfr~feel'thatfscmeﬁoﬁ the papers here are
'% ”_i probably out of.éohtékt'and still'have,sOme:errors~in them; E
'g 8 1 and thOSE‘efrbrsatHat'cameﬁup; I am sure theyoare human |
@ :
; 13 errors and there may be more of them.
. , o
S ‘I know. in this one: draft of background material, I just%
| E£§;%§p7‘é;gueSSédiattthe'dates whé§fped§lefweré'therefaSiwell'as~names;%
. 72:’? 22 as well as much of the information about the situation in ;
23§«MeXico.at tﬁat«time; beCauseﬂit;was»to.bgﬁuséd as a framework 
, . 2 for trying to pull together the documents that would be ‘neededé
25%ito?pﬁQSEnttatrueﬁpicture“of‘whatxthe'agenCyghad in their |
E ALDESSOP RTACRTING COMPANY. INC.
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files or the situation that was there "at that time.

[

ThHat is about all I can think of now..

[ 9% )

' Mr. Dodd. Thank you.

b

~All right, Miss Goodpasture, you are excused as a

o

witness. Agaén, on behalf ofithe(Committee, I express my

O~

 grati£ude'to you,

\g-

(202) S5H-23u5

" Mr, Pfeyer. I want . toucongratulate you on your staminag

|

Miss Goodpasture.

20024
QU

¢
0

Mr. Dodd, = Unless there is any further business before

n.

0 4 this Subcommittee, we will stand in recess until further §

TOM,

= ' call of the Chair,
=z (Whereupon, at 3:45 pim, the Subcommittee recessed to

&

(e

|

{

|

'

]

. . v i
reconvene at the call of the chair.) - : -
’ i
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