sastothem'
If ‘Bowers was

‘this regard to Lme

‘%g with ‘the urowd" “to
where the Pmmdent’s car ‘had
béesi when he was:hit. So did
‘Mgp. Chacles Davis, 1 jus ras
%g vnth dxem,” sald Dam

g;tﬁs Bi-!hﬂp on. the over
pese, saw- people “‘running . h\
¢very. direction.” Geneva. Hine,
@ the ‘secend. floor of the
deository, saw-people running

m m awa:y from ﬂu,

] 'wm £} deputy shera
: mmvm-d the - overpass’
wlm'e he had last - seen - the
prelidenual ‘limousine, . *We
caﬁdnt get iny mtmnation ”

LS Srmth another deputy,
ran toward the deposttory A
woman said the whots' came
from: the kel .80 Smith ran
thare. John Wiseman, a deputy,
- yaw to- il Jaoll where he saw
poli\!e iuving, trouble with a

< 47 just talked to'a’:
“here who was standing.
it and the best he could ¥
came from the Texag |
Book Depomtory "

" Deputy Allan’ Sweatt M’L
tel] which way to- run W
{oné* man ‘told him. thesiehels
'cgme from toward
and. annther said  the " debesi-
tory., A ‘colleague witﬁ m
stayed at tlie depository. widie
be ran on toward thee kgl
‘Daguities Jack Faylkner i &,
D McCurley ran :towgsl ﬂﬁ!
railroad  yards ' behind

mqll because ' they saw fokhe
efficers running there. - Qifiot#
PV Harkness wetit- ¥ the
isailrgad yards: ‘because, ‘B aﬁ
'Wbodyhitmthe ;

' In- other words, peopﬂm
runting in many directighe: for
mahy reasons. ‘Most of the
d!eriff’s ‘deputies had bede in
frosit of their office arc 7
corner when the shott m
fired ‘and ran in the d

'E%rybody was Just §
q&wnd in circles,” said”
Edd’y Raymond “Walther

UHDENIAB’LY THE .

RNOLL
,AREA was widely searched by

officers immediately after the
lhoes And what was found? .

”‘There wasn't anythmg -over
thepe,”" said ' patrolman E L,
m

“We didn’t - see anything
there,” said Deputy'. Luke
Mooney who thought the shats,
came from the knoll.

John and Faye Chism, staﬂd- .
ing In' front of -the . had
looked .around ‘witen '

the shots. They saw no ofe:

had seen three eut«of-state cars
driving arqud ‘the pm‘é(mg
arga behind “the knoll* " just
before the  assassination.” Two
drove off belore the shots;
Lane mentmns “this. And . the
third? Lane- leaves him near
the- knoﬂ and leéaves: ‘the ‘render *
to conjectire what -the :driver

might or mlght not . have doqe
there.

THE LAST I SAW OF HIM
he was pausing just about .
in—just ‘#bove, the assassination
site.” - Lane -has - this quote of
Bowexs He' doesn’t have this-

e Jo s dbek Bt

Cabbut 12:25 pum.” The assessi
-naition. obourved 3t 13:30-p.m.

Bowers also said he saw twb
men watching over the fence
about the time . of - the shots
which arouses ~Lane's ~ suspi-
cions. Not, 'however-- to the
extent of mentioning Bowers
saw “at least” one of them still
there as police began fanmng
uut over the area.

In any’ event patrolman
Charle;s Polk Player seatched
cars in the lot for two hours.
‘He didn't report finding any-
thing. Several ‘hoboes found: in
freight cars were questioned.
Seymour Weitzman . found foot-
,prmts “that ‘didn’t ‘make sense
because they were going differ-
ent” “directions. - “Holland saw
muddy footprints on a car
“butkber. Had an assassin stood
there?. -

N@ UNE HAD: SEEN QNE If
tie-had, he had been able to
gathet up any shells from the
ground ir the brief time before
police arrived becduse none
was found. No rifle was found.

Nothing . ... Nothing. to -add
to what some people’said they
heard  and saw around the
knoll: some shots and a puff of
sxmke :

Aﬁer s chin_% the ‘ol
srea Tor a~/while, Weitzman
went over to ‘help at  the
deposxtory 'On. the sixthfloor,
behind somie boxes, the officer
found a . rifle with a telescopic
sight. The gun had been -pur-
chased by: some one named A.
Hidell whose handwriting was
identical with Lee Harvey Os-
_wald’s.



nan, To weaken the case for
the depository, it is important
for the egiﬁ(':v‘to"maken Bren-
nan’s testimony. This they try
to do. Co

Epstein{says" Joseph Ball, a

commission lawyer ‘who inves- |
tigated,. the identity ' of  the.

assassin, “had several ‘reasons

to doubt Brennan’s testimony.” .

Epstein lists themt ‘Brennan's
“difficulty seeing a figure” in

the depository window. during a:

re-enactment of the: assassina--

.

. ‘Wty Oswald oo “prominent
- alph™ ok hin Sotliny;  Bren-

| naw'si*¥mior Srsee iR teatily-

'ing.the: agsassin -was standing
‘while firing and “thefact ‘that
‘Brennan had lied at the police
lineup.”

' Epstein notes, correctly, that
‘Brennan ' testified the assassin
‘was standing in the window, &s
he shot.” He does”not mote ‘that
‘Brennan also thought that three
.onlgokers «a floor. bereath ~ the
\assassin _were also sjanding,,
They: weren't. They wefe kneel-
‘ing, So_ must the assasein -have
‘been tg fire through the wir-
‘dow. ‘A’ small point. A small
‘rebattal—too  small, evidently,
‘to include in-“‘Inquest.”’

'AT A'POLICE LINEUP THE

DAY ‘of - the agsassination,
Brennan - said - he. could’ not
‘vghp:it‘m‘lga, identify Oswald . as
asgassin, - Four. months
Jater, be told the commission
he could, He 'said he hadn’t
-done. so earlier hecause le
faared * Communist  reptisal.
‘Fpstein uses . this. discrepancy
‘to attack Brennan's credibility.

‘He doesn’t mention that the

_'éummjssion agrees: with him.

. Because -Brennan ‘declined to
‘maké: positive identification  of
‘Oswald > at - the - Hheup, ‘the
‘commission said- it “does not
‘hage it conclusion  eoegfnis

“fe ity Of ibe- assassin on

b jden- |

‘said that, Tt didn’t happen”

Brennan's subsequent certain
The . commiission, hawever,
does not . question Brennan’s

credibility ‘that he saw a man.

firing a rifle from a ‘depository
window bécause near’ that win-
dow were. found mot only a rifle

but shells and . fingerprints of

Lee Harvey Oswald. -

It might - also be noted,
although Epstein does not, that
while on'Nev. 22 Brennan said
he- .could - npt - make . positive
identification; hedid then’ say
that ‘man No. 2 in. the lineup

. ‘4most - closely :resembled” the
man be saw.in the window. Lee

Harvey ‘QOswald: was man No. 2.

THERE 1S ALSO. MORE (o
Epitein’s - allegation that Ball
was “‘extremely dubious”™ about’
Brenna’s. testimony.

“Hpstein says that'1 told him
when we constructed the ‘epi-
sode that Brernan ‘had difficul
ty ‘seeing -a. figure in the
window’ I neyer. said that.. In
the. first place, we didn’t have
Brehnan at the reconstruction

to gee  whether he .could see.

We had him there so that be
could  mark - pogitions - on. a
photo. He. quotes me as being
‘extremely . dubious.” 1 never

Ao B

" -delense - altorney, the critics
quéstion Breanan's: ability b0’
“‘Perhaps -poor’ eyesight  ac-
counted for Brennan’s ‘inability -
to- identify the man. at the.
window,” ays Lane.  “Brem-
nan . admitted ‘that his eyesight'
was - ‘iot - good’ /when -he testi- "
fied before the com‘mi#sion."
BRENNAN, . INDEED, ' SO
TESTIFIED. He said ‘this was -
50 because -his eyés -had.: been
accidentally sandblasted. ‘That:
happened two months after the
assassination. . - o

e E

Tn a footnote on Page 90 of
the hardcover edition of “Rush
to Judgment” Lane mentions
the injury. Seemingly, there the:
matter - would rest: that Bren-
nan, testified he was farsighted
up‘until an-injury fwo months
after the’ assassination and thaf
thereafter - his- -eyesight - was
nnot gqu‘?i R o

" Yet. by Page 269° Howard
Bretinan has become. “‘weak-
eyed Brénpan, who claimed he
saw Oswald in a window.” .

* After 170 pages maybe the
author 'bas. forgotten ~how--or
whHén—Brennan -became “weak-
eyed” Or ‘maybe “the reader
h‘du 7‘; S - ; .
v o i Asseciatel Prass)

-




