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Tiltman - 11 Dec. 78

- 05-18
TILTMAN, JotiA

Schorreck: If I could start out, we might start out a little bit

(SIDE 1)

differently than we did the other day. I wonder if you could give

us your thouéhfs and impressions on the origins of radio intelligence

in England,#’ghe concept of deriving intelligence from communications
wasn't new, b££ was it in England a natural consequence of what had
been done in,theuPost Office earlier or was this a conceptu;l revolu-
tion, so to speak?

Tiltman: I don't know”thqt I can aﬁSwer that one. As I say I was
brought in quite by chance to doudhe job and I spent a year in the London
office before I went to India. I wag'purely employed on crypyanalysis.
I knew nothing about the intercept. The one thing I knew Qas that I
wbrked on Russian the first year I‘was thére. I knew that we got our
material by drop copies from the Post Office. So that in fact, from

my first year;/we were working entirely on Russian diplomatic between
London and Moscow.

Schorreék: Did you have any thoughts about this as you went on in the
business even in the 1930's? How did &ou regard the business? Was it

a continuation of something that you felt had occurred before, was there
a great deal of continuity to it, or, as I say, was this a conceptual...
Tiltman: I think I should say that the office, as I first joined it,

Government Code & Cipher School, was composed of officers who worked

(§ilidiams who'd worked) during the war in 40 OB in the Admiralty o

’& '.- vy . '
the War'office, Cork Street Office, and had very little to do with

anything that happened in the field and they were working at that time

almost entirely on diplomatic material. In fact, the whole, the whole
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office was given up to diplomatic material. Done rather in small packets
of people dealing with a particular language, I worked at that time only
with the Russian people. We were anything from 4 to 7ujgm I answering
the gquestions you wantyé

Goodman: Perhaps we could go ap it this~way -—- Could you describe

the format of one of the messages that you were looking at, in that
Russian diplomatic traffic?

Tiltman: By format, do you mean... I ‘

Goodman: The beginning.and ending, the soft of appearance it had...
Tilfman: I can't remember the addréssés:_AThey, in those days, the
Russian ciphers usually had a ﬁamep Eor insﬁancé,~the4 not the first
one I worked on; but the one I first'bque,»gy own first success, was
a cipher which all the messages were headed Qith the word "DELEGAT".
Goodman: Was it sort of a cablegram form? . '

Tiltman: Yes, it was purely drop copies from the cable.

Goodman: They were drop copiesS...?

Tiltman: Yes. The address at the Moscow end was %6COMINDEL.
Goodman: Now when you use the word "drop copy" you literally mean an

extra copy of the message? .

Tiltman: We had a private arrangement with the Post Office.
Goodman: And it wasn't a business of intercepting it from the link
itself?
Tiltﬁan: No, no, we had a copy taken from the actual cable copy drOppéd
off at the cable offic;. We ﬁad an offiéer named Main whose sole job
in tﬁose days was as liaison wifh the cable company, to see that we got
pretty well everything. ]

2

Schorreck: Brigadier, would you aecount for us the incidents which

took place which led you into the business when you went to the War
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Office? We'd like to have that on tape.

Tiltman: I was in the British Infantry during the war, and I got a- i

regular commission in France. I didn't start as a regular officer. The

end of the war, I went back to a regular battalion,Z; March 192q, I

was accepted for a Russian course for Army Officers in London, }t was

an elementary course, and I knew a good deal of Russian by then. I had

been in Siberia and I'd learned a little on my own, and so on. And

it was a 5-month course. It took place in Kings College in' Lohdon.

With, uh, is this too much detail?

Goodman: No, no. Could I ask you again the‘name of the College --

Gaines, was it?

Tiltmah: Kings College, part of the Univérsity of London. There were

two instructors. One was Baron Meyendorffi who had been president of

the Russian Duma and the other was an Armenian named Raffi.

Goodman: Do you fecall the spelling of these two men, Brigadiér?

Tiltman: Meyendorff is,Meyendof double f. \Réffi was Ra double f 1i.

There were 20 students, all junior Army Officers, and I don't know how

they were selected. They weren't a very exciting lot7 I was the

only one who knew any Russian at all. I was allowed to go very much

my own way.

Goodman: Were they former intelligence officers, or gid you talk to

them and discover. . 2
Tiltman: No,

\ Goodman: Had they a background that way . . .
Tiltman: I don't think so. They hadn't any linguistic background.
Goodman: Did any of them have signal flashes on? Do you recall the

detail?
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Tiltman: No, I'm sure they didn't - the ones I remember were all

Army artillery officers, except myself. I don't know how they\were cho-
sen. I was simply chosen as a result of a circular that went around.
Goodman: What was your Unit you said joined the regular . . .

Tiltman: Kings Own Scottish Borders - which is one of\the five old
Scottish Border Regiments. Then the course came to an end in July.

It must have started in February, I suppose. . . it ended in July. &=
:ru‘:'f

Jaty before the end of the course, I took the normal Army Language

Examination in Russian and I was graded as a 2nd Class Interpret&%.

In those days, it wasn't possible for (ﬁsﬂ?) in a normal language at that
time4 @n Officer would go through the preliminary examination,

he would then go abroad to the country concerned and spend 3 years there.
But we weren't able to dofihat way in the case of Russian. I was one

of the very early people who was awarded 2nd Class, who was rated 2nd
Class Interpfeté%. The standard was very/very low indeed,—because,”
for various reasons. Partly, because we couldn't go to Russia. So, I
had a 2nd Class Interpret$§ship and I was in the War Office by chance
with another officer and because I knew a bit more Russian than the
others, I was borrowed for 2 weeks because they were getting a pile-up
of Russian diplomatic decrypts - that was more than they could handle

in the office.

Goodman: Do you recall the name of the office?

Tiltman: Well, it was the Russian section of the Government Code and
Cipher School. It was Watergate House on the Embankment near Charing
Cross Station. We had the whole house.

Goodman:L Did any of the course material concern intélligence or was it

purely Russian?

Tiltman: No, it was purely a language class starting from scratch.
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Goodman: Did you wonder what you would use the Russiaq for?

Tiltman: No, Ifwas at the time, after all, this was after thg Russian
Revolution; Russia was a potentially hostile country in a way, and we%l
had parties in South Russia, Archangel and ...

Goodman: Now you said you had been to Russia?

Tiltman: I was in Siﬁeria. I was"in Vladivostok and Irkutsk...
Goodman: Did that help you to feLate t; the language better than . . .
Tiltman: Well, I'kﬁew‘a great deal mofe than the others who were
'starting from sc?atch. I tried to teach\myself as much as I could.

I didn't attend the classes very much.

Goodman: Could we:tpuch on that Siberian experience for a moment?
Would you deséribe your éoing and your experience in Siberia . . . and
coming back if that is not too much difficulty?

Tiltman: You'll tell me if I'm putting in unnecessary detail?

Goodman: None of the detail is unnecessary, sir.

Tiltman: Just after the Armistice, a notice came around that there
were openings for Army Officers to go to, to virtually to help the
White Russian Armies that were forming in resistance to the Soviet
government and in fact, I was picked, I went for an interview to the
War Office and I was picked because I knew a little Russian. I left
from Liverpool about the 15th of December, something like thatf 1918.
Goodman: Do you recall who interviewed you? Were they intelligence
people ogfiﬁéy simply . . .

Tiltman: I think they were intelligence poeple, I really don't remember.
The man who interviewed me, I did know afterwards in India. His name

was Isaacs, Major Isaacs. As far as I know, he was a member of the

Intelligence Branch, but I didn't know my way about the war office at

e —

all. Until we left Liverpool, I didn't know what part of the world
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we were going to. Noneof us did. The party was 14 officers and 36

sergeants. The sergeants, I don't know how they were selected.

They weren't a very good lot. The officers were mostly selected from

some kind of connection with Russia. Two of them were regular Army
Officers who‘were taken prisoners in the Battle of Mons and had spent
the war time trying to escape - partly trying to escape and partly
learning Russian. They were quite good Russian scholars. Then, there
wére various people who Qorked in Russian firms in Russia.
Goodman: But all Afmy Officers, right?
Tiltman: - There were 14 Army officers. The sergeants were, I don't
think they were selected.
Goodman: Just/detailed? Ll
Tiltman: Just detailed.
Goodman: Were they all combat arms?

\ Mﬂ;«f'&&" '
Tiltman: That I can't remember. They weren't very well sdateds It
was messily organized.
Goodman: Well, that answers my question. I was going to ask the
question whether the 14 officers appeared to be there by design or by
chance . . .
Tiltman: Well, as I say, they mostly had to have some connection with
Russia. 1In actual fact, we were allowed, when we got to Siberia, each
of us to take onelsergeant up as an officers servant. I don't mean
that they necessarily performed as batmen, but we were allowed a batmaﬁ
in those days. I had a wonderful man named Swarbrick who was a
sergeant who was bilingual in English and Russian who had been in a,
I don't remember what in a bank or something in Leningrad, he was
there when I left.

Goodman: Now, where did you land when you gd(to - e
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Tiltman: I landed in Vladivostok.

.Goodman: What did you do then?

Tiltman: We took a Transiberian Railway eventually up to Irkutsk.r
There were six of us that went to Irkutsk angh?n;hat went to Omnsk which
was much further up.

Goodman: Now, when you landed at Vladivostok, did anyone meet you

and greet you or talk to you about your purpose, mission, or . . .?
Tiltman: Honestly, ; remembérkveryvlittle about the organiéational
detail of my time in Siberia. ~

Schorreck: I think you said you had nothihgfwhatever to do with
intelligence though while you were there? B

Tiltman: Well, I dfg;'t ip theory, 1 was éﬁpposed té Eead the Russian
newspapers, but my Russian wasn't really quite good eénough and I was
sick most of the time I was there. 1In fact, I was only wbrkihé, I was
there for two and a half months, but only worked for about 6‘weeks.
The rest of the time, I was either traveling on a train;‘or'was in a
hoépital in Vladivostok. ‘

Goodman: Was the sergeant with you during your travels?

Tiltman: Yes, but not for, he didn't come back with me. He stayed in
Irkutsk.

Goodman: Were you reporting to anyone or were you simply traveling
and reading?

Tiltman: We had, there Qas a major who was in charge of the party in
Irkutsk. I don't remember how many of the sergeants there were. There
wére\G officers. We really never got to the point of doing anything
very useful. We'd be taken to inspect Russian officers-gg;ggzz:and
that sort of thing. I have a very poor memory of what happened in
those days. -

Goodmen: When you came out, what prompted that? Was it your illness?

7




th
(

'DOCID: 4235147 o

O o

Tiltman: Yes.

Goodman: So you were actually invalided out than?

Tiltman: I was invalided out. I wasn't in very good shape. I'd been
badly wounded in World War I and I went one morning to inspect an
officers course, performing one of i;s rare occasions when it came

out ihto the open at all, and it was 4 miles out of Irkutsk and I
walked along the River Angara which runs into Lake Baikal to Qhere,

to the rendevous. Siberia in the winter, being the céuntry‘it is, I
was a little early for my appointment, and the wind started getting

up my front and I couldn't stay there. I walked back along the Angara
frozen river, and when I got home, the temperature was 61 degrees below
zero fahrenheit. I didn't actually get frostbitten, but I was quite
ill after that. I was evacuated down to Vladivostok and eventually,

I was in the hospital there for some time, then sent home. |
Goodman: When you finished your language course, when you meant to come
back, you had said that you had gone to the War Office with a friend
who was looking for a job.

Tiltman: Yes.

Goodman: Would you recount what happened then?

Tiltman: Do ybu want all this detail for your history?

Goodman: Yes.

S lhinrcec: He wonwts THE Humeirons SOE (S whink o -~

Tiltman: I went with a friend who was looking for a job. I sat outside
an office in the War Office while he went in. A man I knew came out

of the office and he said what are you doing here and I said I'm
waiting for Dick, the name of the officer, inside. He said were you on
this- Russian course, and I said "yes". He said, "As far as I know,
you're the only one who hasn't come in here looking for a job". He
said, "I have always been told that you don't go to the war office

looking for a job."™ He said, "As a matter of fact, we're looking for

someone who knows Russian - they don't know any Russian, any of these
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:j ‘ people®. So I said, "I have got a 2nd Class Interpretﬁfship".

§ Then, shortly after that, I was called ub/for an interview, no - no,
I beg your pardon, Shortly after that I was told that I was not to go
back to my regiment for a fortnight, 2 weeks, because they_needed
Russian interpretéis in an office in London. I was taken over by
a civilian from the War Office named Williams, this was the first
of August, 1920, and sat down to what .I thought was a test in Russian
and it turned out to be a piece of traﬁslatién. The Director at
that time was Cdr. Dennié%h, who was one of the Admiralty 40 OB
officers. And he remained?our»Director until '42. It was only
then that I learned what théy did ihere; And may I go a little into
technical detail? o
Goodman: Yes sir.
Tiltman: The Russian ciphefs - at the time - they were usiqg single
coluﬁnar transposition or Russian transliterated into English
characters and sent in English characters. The keys for the trans-
position were taken from books of English poetry and no key was used
twice by infention and so each message had to be worked on sepérately.
There were a great many messages. There was a great deal of corres-
pondence. Some of the messages were quite long, and they weren't
very difficult; The pature of the transliteration made it a fairly
easy job. Letteréiyere single in Russian, were 2 letters in English'-hke
"va", and the single Russian letter was "shch", and this sort of
things, so it wasn't particularly difficult to»putwthem together. This
suited E§'very well. I was pretty quick at it. Eventually, the

war office decided that they would keep me seconded for a year before
= 2

going back to my regiment. Stuff was still pouring in very important.
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Goodman: Had you seen, had you ever done any cryptanalysis before
this? This was absolutely new to you? '

Tiltman: It was absolutely new to me. The Goldbug was about the
highest.

Goodman: Had you done crosswords and that sort of thing?
Tiltman: There were no crosswords in those days.
Goodman: I don't recall them, but, |
Tiltman: I don't .think crosswords came in until a short time after '
that.

Goodman: . Did someone instruct you before they turned you loose or did
they just say here . . .7

Tiltman: Well, we started in translations. -

Goodman: Right, OK.

Tiltman: And thén we were shown how to do it. I think I should say
that the leader éf this Russian party was a Russian named Fetterlein.

He had been the Chief Russian Cryptanalyst back to about 1898. He

was a General and an Admiral in the Russian Services.

Goodman: Do you recall the spelling?

Tiltman: (Eﬁnst) Fetterlein - The christian name is importﬁe; because

I brought his brother into the office later on and his brother's son,

SO Einst Fetterlein was the oldest brother. géihad really quite a
goodaiggﬁ%ation for cryptanalysis of that period.

Goodman: So he gave you some technical ingtructioﬂ as to translation?
Tiltman: The story was that I was the only person he would ever show
anything to. Qle wasn't interested irb anybody else in the office, he
never helped anybody except me. After this had been going for I

suppose, a couple of months, they changed the cipher aﬁé—iﬁs%ead~657)’—
and fhey substituted 2 figures for each letterﬁ”aThen they did transposi-
tion on top ahd theTQuhz/there were varian%s for the common letterSJJ

10
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for instance, there were seven variant dédnomes for the vowels'b

-
-

which is the communist- vowel in Russian, and so on. The whole

100 pairs from 00-99 were used and we were lucky - this is the

one mistake. I remember in those days. They used one key in the

new cipher that they'd used in the old one. Fetterlein got

this out and that enabled us to substituté Russian. This time
lette(®. < the

we worked, of course, in Russian characters for thehdqnoges and

eventually we built up a whole table. We were more or less in

the same position as we were before. We still had to read each

message separately. Then sometime very early in 1941, they

changed again and brought in this new cipher delegat.

Goodman: 41 or 212

Tiltman: 21, sorry. We didn't think we were going to have very

much luck with this; we didn't have any clue to the substitution

and of course, this w§s years and years before the age of any kind

of computer or Hollé;éth or anything like that. Everything had to

be done by hand. Fetterlein didn't think we'd be ablée to do this.

We all realized that the only chance we pad wa; to find a message,

that was in which the variants had been very badly used,‘so that

we might possibly find some arrangement of the text so that we

would get recognizable repetitions in it, find the key length and

put things together. I was lucky. I sqppbse about a month after it

had been introduced, I found a long message. It was over a thou-

sand dénomes, it was a part message, the second part of a three

part message. To cut the story short, it had one word in it seven

times, "dogowor", which means treaty in Russian. It means seven

11
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letters required 14 figures and the man, instead of usin%,the

encipherer, instead of using his variants, the first time he came

to the word "dogowor", the first "o"” was, I can't remember what

the number was, suppose the first "o" was an "18" and the second
"o" was "25"Iand the third "o" was "39"; instead of using his variants
everytime heé came to the word again,\he copied it down from the
original one. So, in fact, you had a l4-figure repeat occurring

7 times and 2 of them were flush so that at a definite spacing,

you could put together a column. A third occasion was offset only
one. This was a very favorable case. The beginning of the message
was PROD, prodélzhenie; which means continuation and "r" and "o"

and "4" oécurred in this word "dogowor". It ended PRODSLED. So
itvas pdssib1e~to build up the whole of this onevmeééage and we
read it. Well then we had suspected for a long time that the
Russians used lines of poetry, the length of key5 varied so much

we suspected they were using a book of poetry as a source for

the keys and Fetterlein showed me the standard way of trying to

get back to the original text from a key. The key would be for
instance, the numbers from 1-31 rearranged, and so on. The method
of making up a figure key from a sentence is simply numbering the‘
letters in alphabetical order from left to right. The result is
that if you write a key out from left to right, but everytime

you have to go back you drop a line, then you get the key separated
into a series of lines of numbers in numerical order and if, for
instance, the letter "e" occurs in the second line, none of the

other letters can contain "e", or anything like that, you see.

For this reason, the work "the" was particularly recognizable,

12
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because "t" was a late letter in one of the next lines, then "h",

R

then "e" would usuallycggd344 times in the line and so on. I stayed
p late one night, and partially got this message reduced to order, and
I stayed lateg and whether it was ﬁhe first message or one that we
got out shortly afterwards I don't know, but I tried these things
in Russian. Fetterlein had been trying to turn the keys into
Russian for a long time, but failed. Just for the hell of it, I
.
tried one in English and it came out straightway. It read "then
your curbed thoughts can measure". Then another key came/shortly
afterwards, "end distempers none it heeds or feeds", which both of
them give the same result. So then I went to the British Museum
Library. I had already inquired whether anybody knew what this
poetry was, and nobody did. But a professor of English Literature
at London University said that it must be a minor poeg, because he
didn't recognize any of it, but he would guess that it was between
Codpgt
the ages of Pope and Cooper, eaipeg/y/So I spent 3 miserable days
in the British Museum reading through the poetry of the period
and couldn't find it. I then returned to the office and somebody
else in the office had got out two messages with consecutive
indicated line numbers, they simply indicated the page and line,
and this read: "and if she be not for me what care I for whom
she be;. Everybody knew what that was, but they didn't know who
it was by or where it came from. So I went back to work again and
it was) Thoued 1 T
I found thaE,in an anthology, Lt was by an obscure poet named
George Wither, of the 17th Century - which was not in the period
I had been looking through. So I went back to the British Museum

. 0__(\
and it either had to béwanthology of which there were hundreds,
A )

- 13
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or it had to be a collected works of George Wither. George Wither
had only been_published once or twice and there was an out-of-print
cheap shilling copy of his poems which turned out to be right. Then
Commander Denni§%n and I went to the Director of the British Museum
and said we wanted to borrow this book.J I can still remember his
saying, "I know it; only a shilling edition, but you're asking me to
break the law of the land". However, we m@néged to get hold 6f the
book and from that point onwafds, we qogld decrypt“énd translate a
message the momen£ it camé\in. It usually reached us before it reached
the Russian'Embassy.

Goodman: Was Commander bennis%n actually involved in any of the
cryptanalysis which was going on?

Tiltman: No,'hé had been a cryptanalysf.

Ll
Goodman: But in this event, he was just there because . . . He was uw*i%f

) wetﬁkk AroD

waitlng prestE}ge to . . .

Tiltman: Yes.

Schorreck: I think you made the statement one tim%,Brigadieg,that
had he not been encumbered with the administrative duties that he had,
he would have been an excellent cryptanalyst.

Tiltman: I think he would have. I don't remember making that state-
ment. He had a good record from his Admiralty work during the war and
he was selected Fo be the Director.

Schorreck: Can I ask YOu a question about the Russian cryptography?
How would you describe it in terms of its level of sophistication,
degree of difficulty, compared with other things at the time? Was it

a good system,‘or was it a not very good system?

Tiltman: In the form it was in when I joined, it wasn't, of course,

14
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a good system at all. It was comparitively easy to put columns of
letters together until they made sensé+2rzjmessage. There was a
difficulty that you had to work on each message separately.

Goodman: Now you mentioned that there were two cipher changes really,
the one which you first encountered angiéﬁe switch to "Delega;a“.

Was there any indication in traffic that that was going to occur?

Or any indication of the reason why?

i ence¢T t

Tiltmap: No,hthe change of name in the preamble "Delegard" was the
name. (

Goodman: Did Fetterlein speculate about why that occurred? Was
there any speculation?

Tiltman: No.

Goodman: Not at all?

Tiltman: . No, we just took it as it came in.

Goodman: Now what you've described is a slow evolution of yourself,
from‘linguist or interpretﬁf, if you want, to cryppie over that period,
and it was as you described it a sort of, not a conscious effort SO
much as a slow change of émphasis in the things you had been doing?
Tiltman: It was very exciting, of course, I mean I think I must have.
been fairly bé/umptious; I'd had the succelss and I was the new boy.
Goodman: So you really got on . . .

Tiltman: Not like going to this placey noly it would break my

heart in three months. Weli?%ﬁ;re were some . . . am I still giving
you what you want?

Goodman: Yes}sir.

Tiltman: There some changes had to take place abroad. We had a

Colonel named Jeffrey, who was working in the Indian government in

Simla. He had been working almost entirely on Chinese ciphers. He

15
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had developed, he'd had no contact in the British office, he hadn't
been back. He was a very good Chinese scholar. He broke a number of
difficult Chinese, big Chinese, codebooks. Well then/%ﬁina ceased
to be a problem and he was asked to take up Russian. m%ﬁis was a
considerable difficulty. He$ﬁ absolutely refused to learn Russian.
He was partially a nervous wreck by the end of the war. Heé'd béen
in Army Headquarters for a long.time.YKﬁe belonged to an Indian
regiment, but he had never:jgined them. He was commissioned about
1900 and théﬁ he went straigh; off and learned Chinese in China and
then he went to South Afriéa in charge of Chinese cooliés in the
mines and he came back ts simla in about 1912 and was posted to the
Intelligence Braﬁch in Siﬁla where he remainea until about 1935.
At the end of the war, he was a Major and hé was given a Brevet
wh-ethe '
Colonelcy. I don't know if,the nature of the Brevets is known in
America.
Goodman: Yes, it was‘; common practice in the Civil War.
Tiltman: I hope it's died out now. It was quite ridiculous. I
mean the crux of the thing was this = if a brigade, one of the
commanding officers was wounded in action, and there was a Brevet
Major in one of the units, he would take command of a battalion
over all other Majors. That's to say he would jump right to the
top of the list. The India Office descended on Colonel Jeffreyl
and said at the end of the war, this was someéime after the end
of the war, 1920, that he would have to go back to regimental duty.
This appalled him ~ he'd never been near a regiment in his life; he'd A
ofNel, hel, . : . : .
either been with coolies or he'd sat in the corner breaking ciphers.
So he decided to retire. They had to find a replacement for him

and they had picked a man who was afterwards a colleague of mine,

Captain Muntz to relieve him. We also had a small ( I don't know

1a
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how to describe this) a certain amount of'interception of ﬁussian

; was done in the British Embassies. The British Embassy, I don't
know whether?ﬁngegation we'll call it, igﬁéshed in Persia. The
Assistant Military Attache was supposed to look gfter this, that's
to séy, if there was aﬁy cipher material that could be read or anything
like that, he was supposed to tackle it.

(SIDE 2) |

Tiltman: Before I left for India \
Schorreck: I have three and David, I think has a couple . . .wnuninq)r/
During that year when you were in London, %920; did you recall meeting
Nigel De Gray or William Montgomery? .

Tiltman: Nigel De Gray, I met years afterwards, not then. ‘He'd

left.\ He was head of a business called the MEDICI Society, produced
Christmas cards and various things. Montgomery, I probably did meet
then, and I never worked with him. , ;

Schorreck: I was just curious if you knew them S%Q could comment on
their ability.

Tiltman: Montgomery's name keeéélon cropping up in literature and he
was a person of no importance at all.

Schorreck: He was only involved on th7éimmerman telegram as far as

I could make out.

Tiltman: Well and he probably translated soﬁething. He was no
technician. He was a clergfman,‘actually.

Schorreck: Riéht, he was a Reverend.

Tiltman: He was killed driving a car along the embankment.*ﬁ!‘LZ{:jfv*'
Schorreck: Brigadier, can you remember during thét 1920 period,

either first hand?fsecond hand, or even third hand, anything at all

ook
adubt possible U.S./British collaboration during World War I itself?

/
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Tiltman: I don't remember at the time it . ever being discussed. Uh,
Yardley, yes/talked about the Black Chamber, had a look at it and so
ia on, but I wasn't aware even at that time, thah we'd had personal

" dealings with Yardley. \
Schorreck: Did you know whether or not in that year 1920, whether
Aor not the British were reading U.S. traffic?

Tiltman: I have an idea there was some work being done on it, but
how successful, I don't khow. Being done,§I thlnk, Strachey was
workingﬁon it. I don't know what kind of 01pher it was or whether
they had any success, or anything.about it at-all.

Goodman: As you broke messages,‘you obviouely would be aware of the
text of the messages. Do yodu recall any whlch were very 51gn1f1cant
messages or was it just the run of the mill sort of exchange of ’
diplomatic . . .?

Tiltman: I‘think my memory is right, one message I do remember - X-
Kamenev who was the Russian Ambassador in London at the time, had been
'accused by the British government of something wrong (I forget what
it was), and he sent a telegram in which he gave various alternative
explanations of his actions that he was éoing to give to the British
Government and he ended up, this gave me great pleasure when he
camekup, (a éigzgh sentence) "then we can spit in his face"™. This
was the explanation he was going to give to Lloyd~George¥ That's
‘the only 6ne I can remember. What he'd done I don't remember. He
was out of the country in a day or two. -

Goodman: When you had done a break, completed the analysis of a

message, who did you hand it to?

13
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Piltman: I don't remember.
Goodman: Were they greeted with excitement? Huzzahs! You know . . .
Tiltman: Well; they were much more exciting than most of tire ha¥™
werk that was going on in the office, but I déon't remember. I
just don't remember. We were fully iﬁvolved in reading these
things.
Goodman: But you saw no clear sort of relationship usually to what
yoﬁ had broken to what occurred?’
Tiltman: No.
Goodman: None at all? . ‘ B
Tiltman: None, except that particular case where, where Domihick gave
offense.
Goodman: And you weren't given to speculation about that - you
just got in thefe and buried your head and did your cryptanalysis?
Tiltman: Yes.
Goodman: Oﬁ organization - was the whole of the effort central to
that office, or did the Navy still have their section, the Army
another section . . .? \
Tiltman: The Navy had a section within the office run by a man
named Clarke. Theére was no Military Sect;on and no Air Section
in those days. I formed the first Military Section when I came
back from India. There ng;'virtually no military materialk.
Goodman: Was there a diplomatic section as opposed to Army-Navy?
Tiltman: Well, it was all diplomatic. They were all broken up
into little parties. You know, German, such as it was, was done by
one party, Italiaﬂwggne by another, and so on.

Goodman: Were you in a single room or a large suite of rooms?
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. on .
Tiltman: I was, six or seven of us, working in one room, in Russian.

Goodman: Did you have much exchange with other members of the
organization, for example; did you ever talk to other officers engaged
only in intercept? .

Tiltman: At that, time, no. Later on, when I came/back and sat in the

-

Military Section, I had to deal with everybody.

Goodman: Did you exchange 1deas with thoése who may have been working
Tophe s :
on theGerman. or Italian?

‘
Tiltman: Not at~that‘tiﬁe.‘ i‘kﬁew'nothing about it at all. Except
that I knew that they were, in most cases, worklng on dlplomatlc
codebooks of sorts, "and that sort of thlng.l r
Goodmian : ~What abopt with your1WO:kmates? Who_youlsere side-by-side
with. Were thereﬁregularﬂtechnica;(oonferences to discuss, techniques
or materials ; . d? | B

Tiltman: ' No, nothing‘organized at all.

Goodman: It was a sort of one way ;xchange?

Tiltman: It really depended very largely on Fetterlein and me.
Goodman: OK, good.

Schorreck: Could you pick up th%n again, with your movement to

India? I think you had left off with the possibility they were going
to replace Jeffrey with . . .

Tiltman: Yes, yes =- there were 2 officers had to be found. One was
to be Military Attache - Assistant Military Attache in (Meshﬁ% in
Persia, and at one time it was suggested I should go there. Somebody
had to teplacé& had to replace Colonel Jeffrey, who was going to

retire at that time. As a result of my success with "Delegat", it

was decided that I should go to India and that Muntz should go to

10
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Meshed. Well, then they changed it again and Muntz went to Baghdad,

where I met him later. I didn't meet him before.

Goodman: Was Muntz in the War Office with you?

Tiltman: Later - not then.

Goodman: Not then, OK.

Tiltman: No, I met him when I went from Simla to Baghdad on liaison
duti<s ’

a¥ty.

Goodman: So he just sort of appeéred; you weren't aware of him
previously? |

Tiltman: No. He was an‘Army Officer. He was a little younger

than me. We were talking éboutnbrevets. Colonel Jeffrey was told

that he couldn't keep his brevet unless he went back to his regiment

and went through the normal business of rank. This appalled him, and

he decided £o retire.x Then, while I was on the high seas, on my way

to reli;ve him in September '2l, they changed their mind and said

that hée could stay, but they made a condition which was that he

should go on a yeags leave to recover his health and leave me with

his job. Well, he had never met anybody who had broken ciphers at all.

This was something he invented himself, as far as he kngw. By this

time, he and I were nothing like on speaking terms. We parted on '
very bad terms. He went off on his leave, leaving his beautiful ‘
job to me - to me. I can remember saying goodbye to him. I said,

"Sir, I would like to come down aﬁd see you off at the station", and ‘
he said, "No, you'd better not, we'd only quarrel on the way down".
And I said, "Goodbye, Sir, I hope you will be better when you come

back", and he said, "Yes, that's just the sort of bloody thing you

would say to me when I'm going away" and walked out of the room.
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When he came back a year later, we~had a new interpret&f, Stirvini,
who was an idealbutt for Celonel Jeffrey's sarcastic remarks, and

I kept very quiet, indeed. Eventually we became very good friends,
Colonel Jeffrey and I. I worked with him for nine years.

Schorreck: You were aSsigned to the General Staff then.

Tiltman: I was assigned3§6-the General Staff; the branch of intelli-~-.
gence was called Md§ in the Indian Army Headquarters and we were the
MO3 little g (MO3g). ‘Thefe was éolonel Jeffrey and mySelf'and one

’

Russian 1nterpretaf and one- clerk ‘and one 1nterpret$i in Eastern

fashto
languages, which meant Per51an and Hlndustanl and ﬁPastui with whom

-
d

I had very little to do.) .
for AfrsT
Goodman: Now,’ when Colonel Jeffreyg/went away -en his ,leave, did you
have much of a turnover ‘between yourself and him?

Nede
Tiltman: No, Awe had been worklng together. They had changed the
Russian ciphers while he was away and when he came back, or very

’

shortly after he came back, the Russians, introduced iOng additives
and none of us had any training at all'fﬁg:ionel Jeffrey nor anybody
else. It was quite a long time before we found out what they had
been doing.

Schorreck: By this time, you were working with intercept, were'you
not?

Tiltman: We were working with intercept. We had 2 intercept stations -
one at Cherat, which is in the hills up above Peshawaﬁén the Pandu,
and the other in Pishin, which is in Bgluchistan. I never went there.
I went up to Cherat several times.

Schorreck: How did they send the intercept down to you?

Tiltman: I don't remember.

Goodman: Could you describe one of those intercept stations for us?

Do you know what the equipment was like, antennas, or any pieces?
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Tiltman: No. It was fairly elementary. I don't think they had very
much.

Goodman: Were they manned by intelligence officers or by signal people?
Tiltman: They were manned, as far as I remember, by civilian operators.
On one of my visits to Bachdad, I made contact with a Signal Corps
Officer named Nichols , who became a great friend of mine and when

I got back to India, I persuaded the Indiad) Government to take him

-

on to watch the intercepts and he stayed with us for quite'a long time.
Goodman: I'm trying to sﬁrt out jn my head . . . You saia the Indian
_ OF coutst The Tupiae GOUR)HENT ABID THE "
Government andhfhe British Government were one and the same at that
point? ' ‘
Tiltman: Well, it came under the India Office in London.
Goodman: Right. The General Staff reported to the Indian Office . .
Tiltman: Remember,lxémember that there were guite a lot of British
Army in India as well as the proper Indian Army which was in those
days nearly all officered by British.

Russt 2N
Goodman: Were you still working on Ru551an diplomatic or military?
Tiltman: Yes, it was mostly "dip" - we didn't see much military.
It was mostly the Ambassador in Kabul in Afghanistan and some kind
of authority in Taékent in Turkistan corresponding with Moscow.
Schorreck: And you turned your work over to the General'Staff?
Tiltman: Yes. |
Schorreck: And presumably, the General Staff wouid give it both
to the Indian Government ané?gﬁitish Government in London?
Tiltman: Well, I'm not so sure about that. I don't think that very

much happened that way. I don't think there was very much contact

between them. There must have been some.
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Goodman: There was always a foreign office representative with the
staff, with the Indian Army Staff, as I recall.

Tiltman: Not that I know of.

Goodman:) Could it have gone that way, through the Foreign Office?
Tiltman: It must have been.

Goodman : Perheps a more reasonable question is, when you had done
your work.on the messages, and whatnot, do you'recall who you sent
them off to? Did they go by courier? '

Tiltman: I got to the stage, at'ene time, when I had to do all the
-jobs and eventually argue the meanlng of message= and that was with

the General Staff and not with anybody else.

Goodman: So you were reporting dlrectly to them?

Tiltman: ‘Yes.A |

Goodman: And what they did with it after that, you're not sure?
Tiltman: I don't know. I've told the stéry in one of my papers, you
probably don't want it again - about the Wana Column. Do you want

that again?

Goodman: Sure.

Tiltman: In 1925, at that time the Russians were using long additives-
1000 group additives starting in all sorts of places and thefe was a
lot of unrest on the Indian frontier. The Indian Government sent a
column known as the Wana Column, to the frontier to try and deal with
this. In the process, the Wana Column occupied the part of the frontier
known ae Waziristan. The Russian Ambassador in Kabul at, the time

was named Stark. Stark sent a telegram back to Moscow asking what
joint action was proposed between the Russian and Afghan governments

in view of the46¢cupation of Waziristan. By that, they meant the

occupation by the British.
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Goodman: How did you know that he sent the telegram - Was ‘it an
intercepted telegram and you. read it, right? So you were reading the
additives?
T;iﬁfuﬂ:k Yes, at thlS stage, our 1nterpret®r who was equally
Maluatrte in French, German, English, and Ru551an and not very
llterate, translated this by changlng one letter. Not in view of the
occupatlon of Wa21rlstan, but with a v1ew to the occupation of

¢

. Wariristan. 1It's a dlfference between V1du and Vide in Russian.
This created a great deal of exc1tement, particularly in Delhi. The
General staff was in Delhl, and we were- left behlnd 19éimla in the

: T CeAIWNEC he wee
w1nter of ngﬁjs Colonel Jeffrey was very upset and said, strldlng
up and donn;tﬁe‘offlce, "In future, startllng statements of thls
nature w1ll be v1ewed w1th the utmost susp1c1on He then directed
that all Str1v1n1 sltranslatlons had to be overseen by me. Well
Strivini‘possibly knew fifty times as much Russian as I did. He P
wasn't yery)sensible in those days and this meant tnat I had to do
all the translation agaln, as well as finding what the ciphers were
and breaking them and eterything else because Jeffrey wasn't very
interested in Russian. So I reckon~that one of the best things that
folth Tind oo¥;
every happened to me+as, it was this period when¥I had to do the
rudimentary TA on the Russian intercepts, £ind out; diagnose the
ciphers, break the additive figure by figure, reconstruct the
codebooks, translate the messages, and then go and argue what they
meant with the general staff. I reckon there's something there.
Goodman: What's the phrase - a full platter -.
Tiltman: Yes, that:went on until sometime in the beginning, I should
'think the end of '28 or the beginning of '29, when the Russians intro-
duced onetime pads. But we were able to deal with it in a very very
\

small way, because they used the pads twice - once forwards and once

backwards.
2K
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Tiltman:
Goodman
Tiltman:
Goodman :
Tiltman:
Goodman:
Tiltman:
School.

Goodman:
recall?

Tiltman:

War Office.

Goodman :
Tiltman:

Goodman:

4235147

So I exbéct to recount that you went into India in 1921.
September, '21.

And the period we just covered is:l925?

Yes, I sfayed'in India until January 1929, then I . . .
Were yoﬁ home on léave during that period?

Yes, I was home.‘

Did you go by the War Offlce then?

Yes, I workea 3 months in the Government Code and Cipher

\/t’
&Jl-qﬂ*
What did you do there? What was the ma*n—eventa- Do you

Sometime in ‘the summer of 1925, I did three months in the
I donh't remember what I worked on, I'm sorry.
That was not training?

No, In Russiat there wasn't any training.

Did you find that faces had changed, that new people were

there and were doing different things?

Tiltman:

who stayed on until modern times.

Josh Cooper,

No. There was an influx of a few new poeple, one or two

and when I became head of the Military Section, it was supposed to

include everything to do with the Air Force and he eventually was

appointed the head of the Air Section.

So we started World War II

with myself in charge of the Military Section and Josh Cooper in

charge of the Air.

Goodman:

Tiltman:

flying, of course,

N

Did you go home every year on home leave or was it once every.

Oh no, it was 8 months in a 4-year period. There was no

in those days.

While I was away, J. E. S. Cooper,

joined - he was eventually one of our Deputy Directors, -



DOCID: 4235147
<}

Goodman: Did you get by to see'Denqugn? ConmpOiR. DEppiISTON 7

Tiltman £ Yes , ~CommaderDERIE o

Goodman: Did you discuss tﬁe sort of work you ﬁere doing in India?
Tiltman: Yes, from the time I went to India, we corresponded regularly
with the London officé.\"But.pgfore I did, before I went to India,

I don't think there was any real direct contact between Jeffrey and

the Wér Office. e oF talted of
Goodman: When you ,corresponded with them, was it technical exchange
or just general éonditions, intelligence report, or. . .? I'm
pressing you a little bit, General.

Tiltman: Well, I don't want to talk about things I don't remember.
Goodman: If you don't, that's fine. Had you left the Army in 192572
Tiltman: I retired in November '25. The War Office had then got
itself 4 posts, only 2 of which had filled civilian posts, and they
called them Signal Computer. So there were two of us who were called
Signal Computers and we had a contract of sorts, but we were a
non-pensionable contract. 'Tl\e-( were vREY cha v of 06

Goodman: You left the Army in India, right? aﬂdﬁ°r
Tiltman: Yes, stayed in India and did the same job there for 4 years,
Schorreck: Was it a Civil Service type of appointment, or was it
just a private contract type?

Tiltman: It was a Civil Service contract, but a proper Civil Servant
has to be pensionable and I didn't become a pensionable Civil Servant
until 1933.

Goodman: In effect, a temporary appointment?

Tiltman: That was a hard one, I was advised that my contract was

very strangely worded and that it gave me no protection at all. 1I'd
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just gotten married and I got my father-in-law, who was a general,

a doctor, who was head of the British Medical Service, to go to the

Chief of General Staff to ask him if he would see me and he gaw me
ouv 15 “ y'retal King {abbich " ard o e

and he said my contract was perfectly 9ﬁ4ighqg I said, "Well, one of

my troubles is that for security reasons, they won't allow me to see .. Th
4 s

awlwg&"’io Sig ﬂ“‘::&'::"“'t}_..—ﬂ ‘;tud ;Je cham SE You can SXE A aW}Ql‘ oy ¢ 0

a lawyer.". I've orgotten what hlS name was and I went to him and

he said "You're luckier than you know - whoever drew up your contract
has put something quite unnecessary into it. He put a sentence in,
"While it is the intention of the General Staff to employ this officer
until the age of 60, it cannot be excluded from the contract that

his services can be dispensey\with without notice and without compensa-
tion if the need for his work ceases to exist". He said, "You

know what they've done - they've proved their intention to eﬁploy

you". He said, "I've never seen this on a government conéract before".
Schorreck: 1In 1936 or later, or earlier in 1929, you wereithen
recalled to set up the Military Section? |

Tiltman: I was still a lieutenant, by the way.

Fletcher: I wanted to ask you a question, Brigadier, about that you
were mentioning in India that you were working with intercept at that
point and before that when you first started working on ciphers

you were working with drop copies from the Post Office.

Tiitman: Yes. ‘

Fletcher: Dc you know when they actually started qctual intetcept

of radio communications?

Tiltman: In India? I have no idea.

Aevener!

: Or anywhere, I just was wondering, curious.

Tiltman: ©Oh, there was intercept of sorts in World War I, surely. Befere I h

\\—Tn\\ o 80 SRISE
There must have been a lot. /
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Fletcher: But your first encounter was in India?

Tiltman: Yes.
5(\&3 ‘X‘Od}

Goodman: Once you had converted,ryhich was in 1925, to Signal -

Computer, what did you do then? Did you sitay in the same place?
- - plece and Th. sane

Tiltman: I not only stayed in the same office, but I wore the same
uniform. For some reason, they preferred me to wear a uniform.
Goodman: SO you actually wore your uﬁiform “ m s
Tiltman: When anybody was wearing a uniform of courSe;
Goodman: And you took protocol as an Army Officer even though
you were a civilian? What there was for a lieutena;t; that is.
Tiltman: Yes. I went down at the end of World War I. I mean I°
was a Captain in World War I and we all went down to regular rank
and I lost a lot of Seniority.
Schorreck: What were the general living conditions like iﬁ Simla?
Was it a comfortable place?
Tiltman: Oh, yes - comfortable. It was only a ramshakle hill
station you know; Army Headgquarters was all. .N. It is in the
foothills of the Himalayas - 7500 feet up:hZubject to mild earth-
guakes, very slight. Army Headquarters was all tied together with

Khch was The ™ aen oF
steel rods, fem:protection against earthquakes and so on. We lived
very comfortably. The social life was a bit heavy. My patticular
section and one or two others stayed all year round in Simla, but
éhe majority of the staff went down to Delhi.
Goodman: You said there were two of you converted?
Tiltman: Yes. The other was a man whose name doesn't crop up

again, named Stewart Smith.

Goodman: Was he also an analyst?
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Tiltman: Of sorts, yes.
Schorreck: Could you describe your experiences when you came back
u and they asked you to set up the Military Sectionz ggrhapsZ' How
that came about?
Tiltman: In fact, now I come to think of it, Stewart Smith went

, T+ was he whe
back to London before I did - he'd beén in Baghdad]é;ld recommended
that they ought to have a Military,section and that I ought to be
brought back to take charge of it. |
GoodmanL You evidently also traveied to Baghdad\on océasidh.
Tiltman: I traveled three times to Baghdad. On each occasion, I
had a good reason for making liaison wifh the corresponding pargy
in Baghdad, who were also working on Russian.
Goodman: Would you discuss that? Could you discuss that for us, is
there a reason why you went, do you recall?
Tiltman: Well, we were held up while Colonél Jeffrey was still
away in 1922, we got stuck both in Baghdad and in my office on the
curnandr | ‘
parent Russian system. A very peculiar one that requires a;lot of
description -~ I think I'll spare you that. It only lasted for about
a year, but i went over to Baghdad and Muntz and I couldn't figure
it out properly. Eventually, I broke in. The other two occasions,
the second occaaion, I can't remember. The third occasion, we had
a meeting, this was in November '24, a Staff Officer came up from the
War Office named Wllson,’a Signals Corps Major came from our sta-

% I‘AF"""‘ 120 PALEECT H\)Lr) [~ &

tion in Palestine, Major Worledge, and I met them in the Baghdad
pRIRTI NN

Office. ,I went home on leave from there for a short time. I was
twice home.FRowm spdifr
Goodman: So it really was a technical conference, Rﬂ‘*woh~u@\F@eJknckc

Tiltman: Yes, a purely technical conference.
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Schorreck: What happened when you came back and you established the
Military Secfion? How did yo%—%gﬂg og%g&g%ng that?

Tiltman: Well, they allotted,AI think it was four posts, for regular
Army Officers to be Qéconded for four years and they had no other
means of selecting peoplg, ‘fhey all were technically linguists.

Two or three of them were ITtalian linguists, and so on. They
weren't particularly well-suited to cryptanalysis.

Goodman: Did they give you any direction as to the sort of emphasis

7
they wanted to see®l was frﬁ'*PV'““

Tiltman: I had a runnipg battle‘wiéh*tﬁé«War Office. (IﬁéFfust

kbeen reading the Qiﬁg of MacArthur) ?heir idea was thét’I should
police the military communications of everybody in the world. Actually,
there were virtually no military intercept at all. My idea was that
it was no use our calling ourselve$s the Military Section unless we
éave ourselves some cryptanalytic training. So that at all costs,

I collected any job that wasn't really in the office that other people
either.couldn;t do or wouldn't do. And we got our training that way.
Goodman: You were the four officers on military communications?
Because this rgally was your first experience with\the military. . .
Tiltman: But‘it really wasn't any military, you see. There were a
certain amount of Italian. I had nothing to do with the Italian
because the man who'd been appointed asNNumber 2, who also eventually
became a War Office civilian, Freddié Jacob, do you remember - he

was an Italian scholar - and he aﬁi_anybody who knew Italian worked
on it here and quite separat%?m; had nothing to do with it‘at all.

We did all sorts of things. One of our main jobs was COMINTERN, the
ﬁécret gbmmunications of the Communist International Center in

Moscow along Berlin.
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Goodman: Now this was in the Military Section?

Tiltman: Iw the Military Section, yes, the War Office didn't

like it. They said, "Why don't you work on Military ciphersiz I
said, "If you'd find us some, we'd work on it.'yf/

Schorreck: Did you request the ability or the power to levy intercept
requirements?

Tiltman: I wouldn't think so. 1It's awfully difficult to describe
this business. It was all done on the old boy basis, as we used

to catl it. We looked forrjobs that weren't being done and. snatched
them and we worked in very free and easy way. In fact, how I came

to rise in the office wes because Commender Dennis%n got into the habit
that when he was in difficulty with any cipher, of bringﬁft to me.
Goodman: So you were really a general purpose cipher expert?

Tiltman: I was a ‘general purpose diagnostician, if you™ 1like.
Goodman: So there wasn't any military intercept and so you worked
from '31 to '34 on the COMINTERN traffic?

Tiltman: Yes. And afterwards, on Japanese. We had eventually, in
about, from about 1935, we had a small miiitary unit working in Hong
Kong which intercepted Japanese and I took this on and kept in touch
with Japanese after the war. I broke the original Japanese Military
Attache cipher back in 1933 and I broke a number of Japanese chieflyg, ’
intelligence ciphers; it was the sort of material of small Japanese
localized cryptanalytic units breaking the Chinese ciphers of the
Chinese War Lordsl They all had their own personal ciphers.

Goodman: I'm sort of interested in the fact that there were inter-
cept stations in India and Palestine. Yet, there was no intercept,
evidently there was no intercept of military communications at all.

I find that sort of an interesting contrast and I wondered if you. . .

32



¥

.bOCID:" 4235147 | B

!

o ep— 2 20 & Lo i, 5 W B T T T R
o « “ . ' n . g 4 an
f
3 b i
M

I

Tiltman: Well, I don't remember any direct Russian military inter-

whew , ) .
cept while I was in India. There were occasional Japanese things

that floated into the office. We learned to live with that -
Japanese, but our main job was watching the diplomatic with
Afghanistan on the Front.

Goodman: Even in England, I would have thought that you might have

had some military intercept going on against the.Continental - the

1

Continent.

Tiltman: It only g%gan to be built up in 1938. We did have a

permanent civilian intercept station.-when I first remembered it was
in Chatham.

Goodman: Do you have a date for that?

N

Tiltman: Not at its start, no. Then, we had one in Palestine

at Sarafand that was mostly military. We had one in Baghdad which

we h
was military, ,one in Simla, which wasn't really military, just the

government of India.

—

Goodman: You mentioned that you had four regular Army Officers

seconded to you for the Military Organization - can you describe

them? - Were they, did they have previous cipher experience?
Tiltmanjﬁo, they were chosen for their language ability. Oh, with
one exception, who stayed on with me during the war, named Pritchard.
They didn't really have any flair_for it at all.

Goodman: Did you get any additional replacements for them?

Tiltman:/ Yes. They were switched every now and then.

Goodman: They came through on regular tours of what length?

Tiltman: Then, when the AbySsinian War came on, we brought back

two of them, which of course, ruined their careers forever.
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Schorreck: Brigadier, there was never a question, as far as you

can determine, about the legality of what you were doing? Was
there? In England? about this business. .

Tiltman: No.

Schorreck: Not like there was in the U.S. during the 1930's. . .

Tiltman: Oh no, like in Stim son,rOh né, you mean action like
Sﬁimﬁgon?

Schorreck: Yes, and the FCC and all that. . .

Tiltman:\ No. There was, it didn't go that way at all. There

was a certain amount of publicity when the Russian trade delega-
tion ARCOS in London was raided, but I didn't have anything to do
with it. I didn't‘rEally know what happened.

Goodman: Did you do much collateral reading of materials on ciphers
in general librgries? Did you make a study out of it? I reckon
I'm after, doing a lot of additional v

Tiltman: Hardly any of it was worth reading. There were these old
French books that had been translated and there was Yardley.
Schorreck: Did you expect Kasiski?

Tiltman: It's only a name to me.

Goodman: Did you see any materials from the World wWar I period
which they recounted histories of, uh, . . .

Tiltman: Not properly. I never saw any history of World War I.
Goodman: What did you think of Yardley? Were you aware of his
book when‘it was first published? Do you recall that? For example,
were you surprised that someone else was doing that sort of thing?
Tiltman: When was it published?

Schorreck: 193172

Tiltman: I'd come back to London and I don't remember any particular

excitement when it was first published. I was very new back then.
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I read it. It didn't have very much to tell us that we hadn't
figured out ourselves.

Schorreck: Did it/come as a surprise to you to find out the
Americans were involved in thé business?

Tiltman: I don't think so; I don't_remember having any feelings
about it.

Schorreck: You had had no contac; &hatsoéver and didn't know of

any béetween the British and the U.S.“a?l ﬁhqpugh this period?

In fact, if I could ask you, Whaé\ﬁas, when was yau; first. contact
with the U.S. Forces?

Tiltman: My first contact was in January - Féprgaxy '41, with Currier,
Weeks, and Sinkov.

Goodman: I think this is probably an appropriate Efme;to stop.
We've got up through 1929 and '30 and we can then go to the rest of
it in more detail next time, if that's what we're going to do.

We've run out of tape.

Tiltman: I made one remark about the practice of giving brevets.
The height 6f stupidity of the whole brevet system was well broﬁght
out once during World War I. We had acting rank, temporary rank,
regular army rank, and brevet rank; and until some little time

after World War I started, the London Gazette, which had all promo-
.tions and ranks and everything, was still a published document and
this appeared and there was one regular lieutenant who was given
command of a‘brigade in Francde. This appeared in the London Gazette:
"Temporary Légienant Colonel, Acting Brigadier General, to be Brevet

Major on Promotion to the Rank of Captain”.

Goodman: Let me ask one final question about this early period.
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. What kind of a classification system was in effect, if any, regarding

your materials? Were they classified at all? Was there . . .
Tiltman: I think that anything that was highly classified at all
was marked "Most Secret". For some reason, I remember there was

some particular classification.
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