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Prospective witneszes: i:.aé}.un #Walthers; the Nowlends- 1/8/69
thomen in the window/men in wrong wirndews Harold Weisbork

Few of th witnesses had t' compaizn weged sgnine? them thst srmold
Louis Rowlsnd did not buckle under. In Bin cese, the record ued to be eosked inm
en &ffort to Aestroy him. I g0 I-tn him ir part 2 of WITHE.29H TI. Eaebel hes never
2aid a ward ahoud vhat I thera publizh-d ntout him,

Rovledd woe nnt a lier, F2 wss self-conscious ebout 2 few thirgs, one
bkis incemplets edvestion, srd he misrerresentad tuei. Lverything irn his tostimony
thet can be checked does stand up, In the Mnest devell, rs I thers set forth,

He gow men In th: weeternvest windows of the eoixth flesr, assum thay
were purt of the protection, He saw their rifle, he esys. He slso sew s idegro in
thi easternmest window, o% = tims that preity much precludes Dsweld hoving v en
there, Thie 1z coneistent with the dudious testiriony oi Amos Lee Huirns,

2 I think thst becsusn of his youth, of the afforis he ond his even
younger bride wneds to overcome tha 1lisbilities of e too-early merriags, his
ebs-lute refusel %o Yo intimidnted =nd the stalvart efforts mede Ly the pover-
ful ¥BI {+hieh d1dn't aven file reporis on their fntinmidetion visits, sbout
£ix in number) snd the Comniesion's Specter, who even mismwrked photographs to
make checking Rewland out more difficuli, his obvious emotion end fasling of

‘guilt for not having repdrtad those he thought “Ssciet scrvice ugents”, ha sad

hie #ife weuld be very sffective bbfore the jury, Pertieculnrly weuld this by true
1f they wore first led intc thalr rorsonsl steries and his hendsncy ¢o exagmrate
parsorsl tilngas only in order %o mchiovs 2 selferespsct thet, as e Boy, he had lost,
Loving diasrmed the op-osing cownsal By oving ecieblichad #ud reifuted hls
offislslly-munniactured linkilitiss, hils shory =uld ba inpressive. Corolyn
¥aldhers, never culled as £ =itness, doos confles him. They ghow tha nresome of
$hozo othar than Qesald in that part of %he building. *hls ia both inconsizient
with UsweldTs Laving besn thore and gonzistent with %he tresencs of athers o

froma hime, The offiziel handling of ths Rorlsndn and the imsrinr »~f Mee, “slthars
willy 1 think, wognily the effeat,

Wre. Rowlend can be shown ond teatify to the chenge in har testimony
thet was not lsaorporated in the mblished evidence bat war misoused ia the Heport,
together with the change in the lawyar's cuestian thet sliered %h2 sense of her
answer and wa-~ pibliahed, I heva thin peme o f 4roneesipt, It ic %he enly one,

I belisvip publishad by the Commiassien, which rleseffied them ze "Pop Ceerst”,
§tting thia befors tha jury, doth whet hootensd $o “re, Rowlend's corracticn of
g srvor anl what the lewmger did to 2lter the freening 27 beor responoe ood the o
feet tnst osven the leabinony wor elescificd ™op Sec-et” gfisr it nue publiched,
ehould, & beliaws, influence the jury. '

; Thers is s good chsnoe toet =rs. Falther's znotion will sarfsce, She
broke dowa when Fipk Lerry Sehillsr interviowad her. The. 1i%e tho Fowlands, ®
thought buew® man sha zo® part of the profection, thirke she {2 1n zons woy res-
ponsible for fne Presideni's death ir zot bolys mentirndd thic,
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