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Prospective witneszes: Coorlyn ‘slthers; the Rowlsnds- 1/5/63
theamen in the window/men in wrong windows Harold Weizberh

Few o il witnossos had the coupnisn voged sgeinoat taem thet Arneld
Louis Rowlsnd did not buckle undsr. In Uiz cose, the record hed to be cooked in
sn eflort to dsstroy him. L 2o into uim in perd 2 of WHITEVAH II. Knsbal hes never
s61d a word about whet I there publisk-d sbout kim,

Rowlafd wes mot & liar, U5 was self-cousciona sbout a feu things, one
his iacomplets educsiion, and he misregresvnted Luem, Everything in his teatimeny
that cen be checked dows atand up, in the fMuast deteil, =0 L thers get forth.

do sew meu in the sesternmost windows of the sixth floor, sssum u they
wers pert of the protection, He sew thelir rifle, he 8eys. Ha elso sow & Hegro in
the sasternmost window, et 2 tlame that pratiy much preciudss Ogweld having teon
there. Wiis Is consistents witn the dublous testimony of Amos Lee Zulne.

I taink that becsase of his youth, of the aliorts he 2nd his aven .
youager bride wads to oversome the liudilities of a Soo-esily marrisge, his
abs-lute rofusal to be intimideted snd ths stalvert afforts made by the power-
ful ¥BI (shich 41dn’% even £ils raports on their intimidntion viaits, sbout
8ix in number) and the Commission's Specter, who éven mismerked photographs te
moke checkiog Rowlsnd out more difrieul®, his obvious emotion and fasling of
guilt for net huving revorted thoss he thouszht *Sac.et Service agents', he and
his #ife would be very effactive bbfore the jury. Tarticulurly weuld this be true
if they were first led inte %ueiy nsrsonnl stories and hiz tendsncy to armgmerate
personsl things only in order to schieve a ralf-respact that, ss & Yoy, e bad lost,
Heving disarmed ths op:osing counsol by having oato blished snd refuted his
officielly-menufnctured licdilities, his story wuld be impressive. Carolyn
Velthers, nover called as a witneas, does confim hinm. hay abow the prissme of
thnse other thenm Ogweld in that part of %he batiding, *his iz both fnconslistent
with Uswald?’s having been thors snd consistens with the nresonea nf othars o
frome him, The officisl handling of ths Rowlends and +hs ignoring of ¥rs, Talthers
will; 1 t2ink, megnlfy the offect,

Ura. Mowlend can be chowp ond togtify o the ghrnee in her testimeny
that was not insorporated 4n the publishod evidence but wes @ sused in the Bevort,
tngether with tho change in the lawyer's ousstisn th+ slicred the sense ~f her
gnovsr end weo piblisked, T bove this pege of tronscrdpt, IS 1: 4he noly ona,

I bolier-p publishe? by the Sommisslea, whick ~lepaified them ze "Ton Soarst®,
Evtiine this befors the Jury, btk whet hopreaed o *esm. Pomlsnits carrectisn of
N orcer end what the lawyer &id %+ eltor ths *wesningz of her responge snd the
fact thet evon the testimocy was claesified *Top Sec:et” after it w=a published,
chould, 1 belisve, influesce the jury,

Thers 15 a gecd chonce dhet Mrs, Helther's cmatisn will surfsze.  She
breke down shen Fink Ierry Sehiller interviewsd her. She, 1iks ths lewlsnds, =
thousht tnexx zen she sow part of the pratection, thinke sha i ir srme ¥oy res-
nensible for the Preocidont's dseth in pot beoine reptionsd thie.




