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Testimony - Howard Leslie BRENNAN, Marxh 2l, 196, (3H140-61} 184-6; 211)
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Had Brennan been the kind of witness the Commissib n and its ﬁembers
bave represented him as being, the Commission would have had 1itile or

anpproblem with him. He was deseribed by Cong. Ford as_fhe most 1mpof.
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tant witness to appear before the Commission in the article ths Cong.
stgned for LIFE Magazine October 2, 1G6l.
Brennan is an important witness, but not &t all in the sense sug-

bested by Cong.Ford. He is, as pepresented by the commiasion, the only

.actual eyauitngss. He is the only one, according to the Commission'!s
. report, ﬁbie to give a2 description of the assaés}n. In the report'ths'
Cormission is careful, a#aré of Brennan's weakness, to stipulate it
does not depend uﬁon him alone, - The fact ia,.énd'thé factlbecomes clesr
in Bremnants testimony, that so far as the Commission is concerned and
so far as Brennan is concerned, he is, in fact, the only eyéwitnass.
Tha.importahce of Brennan as a witness is that he coﬁsfitutes a
witness about the CSommission rather than as &n eyewitnéss. {fdoﬁbt if
by now Brennan actually knows what he did or did not see. Hg did mot
see what he testified to and what the Commisiicn quoted him as having
‘seen, It was a physicai impossibility. But the manner in which the
Commissinn handled Brennan and his testimony,'andltspecially what the .
Commission excludes and ignoreslin its.handling of Brennan, is amplé
witness to the Commission's approach, bias; methods and integriﬁy_or :
_lack_of it. | _ _
Actually, Brennan was cﬁlled to the stand 3 times in a single &ay;
By comparison, Constable ¥eltzman who found the gun in company with H
Deputy Booone wa s never ﬁalled before the commission, 0QOnly & time- kS
wasting and unessential examination of the records of appearances of
al; the witnesses will indicate whether this is so, but I doubt very much

if the Commission found it necessary fto call a single witness 3 ighes

in the course of a single day of hearings.
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2 . Brennan

To set Brennan's testimony in context, at approximately 12°L5 or
roughly 10 minutes after the assassination, the police bfoadcast a de-
scription of ajsuspect. In its report the Commission never specifically
states the source of this eyewitness description. There is no evidence
anywhere in the report that the Cbmﬁission ever ésked the police the
source of its eyewitness description, The Commission handled g this situ-
ation by the simple and entirely unsatisfactory expedient of saying he
was "most probably” the source of the police broadecast. The importance
of specifiec and irrefutabls knowlédge of the source of this description
is hardly subject to exaggeration., To cite jﬁst one possibility, that

. of conspiracy. Could a conspirator have given a false description to tne

police? _ .
Brennan had given a statement the day of the assassination in the
sheriff:s office. It is in Vo. XIX on p.1i70 and is sbout a p half-page
long. When he appeared before the Conmission, lj members, including the
Chairman, were preseqt, together with J, Lee Rankin, generalicounael;
Joseph A, Ball, David W, Belin, and Norman Redlich, assistant counsel,
and Charles Murray, “0bsa§ver“. Mr. Belin conducted the exsmination.
Brennan identifies himself as a l5-year-old married steamfitter.
1 : cafeteria : .
He had lunch at noon in the zaxmkmximixat the corner of Main and Record,
left at 12:18 and walked to the corner of Houston and Elm, which he-

estimates took sbout 4 minutes (p.14l). He observed a man having an

epileptic seizure until the man was removed by an ambulance, and thenL B
"walked over to this retainer wall of this iittze park pool and jumpadz\w
up‘gon.the top ledgge."” He is shown a photograph of the Texas School Book?
Depository Bullding taken from Dealey Flaza and fra the right of the
center of the Depository Building as it is face. It is Exhibit 477. He
is then shown Exhibig ‘;1;.78 which he identifies as "That is the retaining

wall and myself sitting on it at Houston and Elm." This picture was
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taken when "the photographer was standing on the front steps of the
Texas School Book Depository ... on the 20th of March," Fe is then
handed "a negative which has been marked as Commission Exhibit L79"

and described by Belin as "a nepative from a moving picture film, And

I will hand you a magnifying glass - the negative has been enlarged,

This negative appears to be a picture of the Presidential motorﬁada on
the afternoon of § November 22d. I ask you to state if you can find your-
self in the crowd in the backgfound in that'picture.“ At this point it
should be pertinent to ask why, especially when ﬁhe negative had already
been enlarged, Brennan was not given a print upon nhich he might make a
mﬁfk”bacauae the negative was not printed but a print.allegedly made froﬁ
Ehe.hegative-uaa. Brennan's reply was, "Yes, I am sitting at the same
position as I was in the picture taken Friday, with the exception, I he.
lieve, my hand is resting on the wall, and Friday myghand, I believe,

was resting on my leg." In response, Belin says, "Well, yougflegs in
this picture, Exhibit 1,79, I notice, are not dangling on the front side
there, is that correct?" (p.[142)

Brennan's reply was an abrupt and unqualified denial., He said
briefly, "No." He may have had something else in mind, but he actually
said that Belin was not correct., Next Belin asked a description of the
clothing Brennan was wearing,

"Gray khaki work clothes, with a dark gray hard helmet."” Belin ' X
then says (inaccurately),"Pour head ghere appears to be the highest in E&
the group, a 1little bit left of center in the upper part of the picture, |
1s that correct?" Beennan affirmed, and he ssid the scene was as he
rememberséd it,

It is not possible to identify Brennan as Brennan from Exhibit 479.

It 18 not clear enough in the picture. None of the features can be
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distinguished, nor is it poésible for me, with a megnifying glsss, to
see any evidence that Brennan is, in fact, sitting. I em not saying
that Brennan waén't there; I do not know, I am saying this picture as
reproduced doesn't prove it, I also believe it does not prove he was
sitting on the wall, - o _

Conveniently, when asked what he did, Brennan reqalhs'obsérving
the crowd Fand thg people\in different'building windows", which he might,
._ indeed, bévs done, but it is just too convénient, Just too unlikely.
_But i1t serves asian introducfion to the conclusiﬁn of this paragrapﬁ
n whichvhe says, "In particular,.l-sag?this one man on the sixth floor
which left the window to my knuwiedge a cogple of times," When shown
-.Exgiﬁit 4477 and asked to cirele the "particular windqu”,_Breanan replied,
"Well, I am confused here, the way this shows.. But I believe this is the .
sixth floor, the way those windows are built there right at the present,
I am confused § whether this is the same window.” Belin who, it would
seem, had a cute litile triok to seem to make Brennan a more dependable
yitness_ﬁhaﬁ I will come to iﬁlg moment, éaid, "You mean ER because some
~ windows are open below 1t?" and Brennan séid, “No."Thé way the building
is built, it seems like this is:more or less a long window with a divider
in the middle.," Belin covered up the blunder fast.

What had happened was that, instead of showing a picture already
in evidence, the Dillard'picturea, with the men in the windows on the
Sth floor and the P 6th window open at the right place and with the .
boxes stacked up, the Commission had made a photograph which showed only
" I open windows in the entire south face of the building, Three of these
are where the men were, the hth'ié at the extremé end of the same flpnor,
The window at which Brennan said he saw this man was left closed and

blinds or curtains behind it seemed to be drawn, But note that Brennan
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was surprised that the windows g peared in pairs, Although it is not

s major point, this would seem to bear heavily on his eredibility as a '
witness., Here is the man who looked and saw a2ll of the things he sald
he saw, including things that it was physically impossible for him to
se¢, but he never noticed that the entire building is built with the
wirdows in pairs.

Asked by Belin to mark the window in which the man was, Bfennan

did end marked 1t with the letter "A", He then marked with a "B" the
window below in whieh he said he saw the colored men. You guessed it,
Lerry. He wes wrong., It was not easy %o.be as wﬁong as_he.was, which
is complﬂtaly wrong; but Brennan, this unimpeachable character, this

ﬂost important" witness to face the Commission, was more than egual to
the task. In fact, he could completely upset the law of averages,

Shown below the 6th floor windows, on the 5th floor, are adjoining

; pairé of windows with 3 of the l} open. Apparenfly the'rehearéal of
" Brennan wes sore thing beyond his intellectual capacity. The only one
of the.h windows that.uaa completely and 100 ﬁercent wrong was the one
~ he marked as the one at which the colored-men were, Of thep, Brennan
had testified on this same page, "There were people on the.next flcor
down, which is the fifth floor, cclored guys.. In particular, I only
remember two that I kak identified.” Now his recollection is good enough
for him to have identified 2 of the 3 Jegroes, presumably totally unknown
to him (I don't suppose the pictures that were availablé helped in his
identification at all), but in Dillard Expibit C, in bhe report on p.66,
clearly there are 2 open windows below the one from which Oswald 1s
alleged to have fired the shot. There is one Negro in each of the twe.

On the day of the assassination, in fact, moments only after the assas-

sination, as is shown clearly in Dillard Exhibit D, on p.67 of the report,
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3 of these l; windows were open, the same 3 that were open on Exhibit L77.
Only one was closed, the same one that was closed on Exkibit 477: and the
closed one, thétls the one Brennan picked. In the lLith open window there
also was another Negro employee looking out., This is mede clear in
Bxhibit 485 which appears in the report on p.69., It is pert of the
Commission's reconstruction.

When you have friends like Brennan, who needs enemies?

Not that he doesn't want to be helpful, Note the next paregraph
of Brernan's testimony: "Well, as the pabade came bj, I watched it from
a distance-of Elm and Main Street (a phﬁsical impossibility - they
parﬁglel each other), as it came on to Hous%on and turned § the corner at
Hbuétbn and Elm, going down the incline towards the railroad underpass.
And after the President had passed my position, I really couldn't say how
meny feet or how far, a short distance I would say, I heard this erack
that I positively thought was a backfire,”

Whoever described a backfire as a "erack" end why should a witnéss
who ¢ 1s just testifying to simﬁle fact have to say it was "positively"
a backfire? '

He thought it was a firecracker thrown from the Depository (p.1h3)g
Naturally, this ycaused him to look up. "And this man that I saw pre.
vious was aiming for his ¥ last shot.” Rex

Perhaps a 1itlle apprehensively, Belin asked, "Would you describé?
Just exactly what you saw when you saw him this last times" : Yih

§
Brennan to the rescue. He's going to be the big hero and prove L

0y

A

everything, He said, "Well, as it sppeared to me he wes standing up and \
resting against the left window sill with gun shouldered to his right
shoulder, holding the gun with his left hand and teking positive aid and

fired his last shot, As I calculate a couple of seconds., He drew the
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as
gun back from the window im though he was drawing it back &o his sids and
maybe paused for another second as though to assure hissell that he hit |
his mark, and then he disappeared. And, at the same moment, T was diving
off of that firewall 2nd tc the right for budlet protection of this sione
wall that is a 1little higher on the Houston side."

If the men had been standing up, dirty as those windows were, Brennan:
could have seen rothing much above his knees. If be wes standing, he
couldnt't possibly have fired the rifle except through the window. The
Dillard photogrephs prove this window was open only half.way in the bot-
tom half, or only a quarter at most of the entire window area was opséh.
Thefﬁindcw 8111 wes perhaps a.foot from the'floor. How he could have
besh stending and resting against the left window sill as Brennan de-
seribed is beyond imagination., The onlynthing that is lefd vossible to
imagire is that, in rehearsing his testirony, he wam 't edited a little.
And in eddition to sll of that, the Commission's own, reconstruction
shows thet, et the very least, in the dourse of firing, the assassin
would have bemn blocksd from view by the building. 1In fact, it is doubt-
ful if, from the Commissicn's reca1stfuction,_5rennan could have seen even
the sesassin's hands, But ifp he could, it is notlikely that he saw any-
thing past the wrist., (Exhibit 887, report p.99; and this picture was
taken with the boxes removed.) | |

Asked to describe the rifle, Brennan says he is not an expert. Asked
if it haé a scope, he seid, "I did not observe =a scope.” Obviously,  the
scope had to be visible, even if the face weren't., And if the face had
been visible, then the scope had to be more visible for, of course, the

fece was behind the scope. Perhaps worried about Brennan's testimony of

the man standing up, Belin asked, "What do you believe was the position |

of the people on the fifth floor thet you saw - standing or sitting?"
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Brennan replied, g thought they were standing with their elbows on the
windowsill leaning out."™ Belin then wanted to know, "A% thé time you
saw this msn on the sixth floor, how much of the man coulu you seet"”
Brennan tc the remcue. "Well, I could see - at ons ﬁime_he ceme
to the wlndow and he sat sideways on the window sill. Tha%lwas previous
to ?reiﬁdent Kennedy gsttlng there. And I could see practidélly his
.whole body, from his hips wp. But at the time he was firing 'S tbe gun,
a poasinirlty from his belt up." '
: The Dillard photograph shows only one window open in that part of
~ the lebh floor, Entlrely aside from the fact that 11: was bloclced gby
boxe®, it would not have been poasible, becauﬁe the winuow was hgl;way i
clésed for Brennan to have seen anything it tbe man haa sat in th@ ;

‘window sill, which is a complete imposleillty. Exam*ne, for example,:

Dillard's photograph C in the repoft on p.6é. szsjshows the two Negidéa\

%,

-in'tha parallel windows at the extreme east end'ofﬁﬁe 5th floor, one,éf
whom is directly underneath the assassin's window.f'Thése mén;_as'thé
_Commigsion's reconstruction shows, were actualiy q£ their kneés. Yet
eveh.on their kneas; wiﬁh the windows open almdstﬁaé'wide as they will
' go, their heads are well sbove the midline of the lower half of ¢ the
window. They are not only on their knees, but aslﬁxhibit L85 of p.69
of the report shows, at least one of them has his body at a considerable
© angle which shortenq the distance it would occupy on the vertical plane,
In the light of this, is it necessary to comwent on Brennan's "I could
see, practically his whole body, from his hips up?"¥ '

Tt doesn't get any better when Belin asks how much of the gun
Brennan saw, "I calculste ;E to 85 percent™, Brennan replied, although

a few questions ebove he had not seen the telesconic sight, which would

have been visible with a lot less than 70 to 85 percent showing.
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If Belin was tying to remind Brennan of somethirng Brennan had for.
gotfen, in the next exchange, he didn't succeed, HNis question was "Fow,
ug to the time ofc;the shots, did you observe anything elss that you
have not told us about here that you can think of right now?" to which
Brennan replied, "Well, not ofg any importance, I don't remember any-
thing else excent - ", Possibly by this time Belim was afraid for he
interrupted to ask, "ILet me ask you this, How many shots did you hear?"
Brennan again was direct and to the point, "Positively two, I do not
re&all a second shot - ", at whiéh point Belin kept it from getting out
.bf hand by.aay;ng, "By a second shot, yau mean a middle shot between the
tim%;you.heard the rirst.naise and the laét'noise?"

;[ Mr. Murray, the bbserver, was there; but if he was doing any cb-
serving, he wasn't in Oswald®s interest, .

If Brennan heard 2 shoté, how could he talk about a shot betwsen °,
the first and the second? But he got the point and said, "Yes; that is YKR
right. I don't know what made me?think that there was firecrackers -
throwed out of the Book Store unless I aid heﬁr the second shot, because
I positively thought the first shot was a backfire, and subeonsclously -
T must have heard a second shot, but I dﬁ not recall it, I couid not
swear to it," '

Who can blame Belin for the hasty switch, "Could you describe the
man you saw in the window on the sixth floor?" |

"o my best descriptioﬂ, a man in his early thirties, fair complexion,

slender but neat, neat slender, possibly 5.foct 10," Brennan said. i
%about what weight?" Belin prompted, with only slightly more success,
for Brennan replied, "0Oh, at - I calculated, I think, from 160 t§ 175

pounds,”

St1ll pulling it out, Belin wanted to know, "A white mane" (p.1ll)
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Brennan agreed.,

Now let us corpare this with the description in the affidavit
Brennan signed iﬁ the sheriffts office on November 22 (1g H };70);
whereas above he had declined to say hotr far the President's car had
gone, in the affidavit he séid "about 50 yards from the intersection,”

' And by_way.of further positive description,."to"a point I wunld say
the President's back was in line hi?h the last window I have pre viously

", The last window he had prm viously deseribed was bhe

. : _ in :
window on the very corner of the building, the window fram which The

described aan

alleged assassin was, and a window thatrthe.?residential car paséed'be-
forgﬁit'completed uwaking its turn. His descriptién was, "a whité m§n
inhis early thirties, slender, nice looking, slender, and.would-uéighﬁ
about 265 to 175 pounds. He KA o5 light seTsiea slothtEs, but deriy
nitely not a suit.” No hcight is given in the original affidavit. |

Pl iBeuirinbion Broadosst by fhe police the Commission bas found
(report, p.14l) fmost probably" was Brennanis. fhe Commission at this
point in the report noted the discrepancy ln weight between Brennants
2 versions, and adrmits that the height was omitted. Then how did @ the
police get the height for ftheir descriptions?. Even in guoting Brennén
in the repbrt on p.llli, the Commission e@its his testimomy and puts it
within quotation marks. The other editorial arrangements make it seem
as though Brennén was a precise and accurate observer, and he was any-
thing but that.

Brennan was closer %o his orighnal version in testifying about the :
clothing which he described as "light colored clothes, more of é khaki \K |

color,"

Leave out the "khaki" end it's pretty close to his original
affidavit which said, "He had on licht colored clothing but definitely

not a suit,”
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The Cormissicn, which was careful in teh revort not to quote the
police broadcast, ignores another and important part of this broadeast,
‘There are other mincr differences, such as Brennan's "in his early
thirties.’_’ es compared to the police broadcast of "approximatéyy 30",
But the important thing the Commission hes deliberately ignored'uas
indicated by Brennan himself in backing off from any desecription of
the weapon. In rﬁstriet*ng itself to Brennan' s alleged description of
the alleged assassin, the Commissk)n was sble to ignore this, Howevar,
the police broadecast on Channel 1 at aﬂ_time that cannot be preciselﬁ
computed befofe:12=h6 also includes "armed with what is thought to be
a 30430 rifle.” (17 H 3¢7) |
# Beiiin. veburmei to Brernan's longest speech thus far, at the top of
P.1Ll, which he concluded by saying, "And, at the same moment, I was
divigg off of that firewell and to the right for bullet protection mrmomts
to ask Brennan nhy he jumped. Brennan expla*ned well, it occurred tq
me that there might bedmore then one person, that it was a plot which-
could mean several peoplé. and -I knew beyond reasonable doubt that thefg
were going to be bullets flying from every direction,” whatlBrénnan
- "knew beyond ressonable doubt", as a matter of fact, hever did happen.
' What Belin has succeeded in doing here is drawsing atteﬁtion away
fran a much more significant flaw in the earlier %testimony of Brennan
about diving off that wall, The "at-the same moment"™ that Brennsn was
- talking about, while he was diving off the wall, he ﬁas, aécording to
the testimony, watching the witness and observing what he had testified
to. About Brennan, it is almost believable, but in order to have accom-
plished this feat, he necessarily had to have eyes on both sides of his

body. He could not at one and the seme time be observing an assassin

to the north and hurling his body to the south,

\
|\ &
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Apparenﬁly Srennan was able to overcome this first of his fears
rapidly, because he i then testified that whenhe saw the law enfordement
officers running toward the west side 6f the building, he said,"I knew
I had to get someone quick o tell them where the man was, So I ren or
I walked - there is a possibility I ran, because I have the habit of,
when someth;ng has to bz done in a hurry, I run, (What a picture this
man draws of himself, to think that this is his hdbiti and not the habit
of others) And there was one officer standing at the corner of the Texas
Bobk.Store on the street.” Beéause Y1t didn’t éeem to me he was going
in any directh:n;”.Brennan asked him td;get“saméone-in charge, a Secw t
Service men §r sn FBI,® No ordinary cop would do for Brennan, He had |
to go right to the top. | | '

Does this suggest a reason the Commiasion has carefully avoided \
printing any of the numerous pictures available of the area Brennan
deseribed, immedlately in front of the Deposxtory, where he talked to
this poalceman? Is it possible a uitness other than Brennan might be
: identiried talking to a police offielal who might also be identified?
But if Brennan is to be believed, the pollceman did take him to the
” Secret Servicé; for he said tﬁat;after the policemaﬁ "had to give some
orders or something on the east side of the building on Houston Street
(maybe it wasn't just an ordinary everydsy policeman). And then he bhad
taken me to, I believe, lMr. Sorrels, an automobile sitting in front of .
the Texas Book Store, eee related my informetion and there was a feg
minutes of discussion, and HMr, Sorrels had taken me then across the

street to the sheriff's building," Asked "Did you describe the man that

you sew in the window?", the very positive lir, Brennan who has been so °

T

excessively definlte about everything else, could say only, "Yes; I be- \
lieve I did."” Now we have the description bthat was "most probably" :
broadcast by the police coming from a man who only "believed" that he

had given it,
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It will be interesting to check this against the ststements by
SorrelYs. (p.l%S)

As the two Negroes he had mentioned seeing in the windows dashed
from the building, Brennan said he identified them and "Mr, Sorrels
or the Secret Service man stopped them, "

There is no stopping Bremnan. Whedasked "Is there anything else
now up to the time you got down to the Dallas Police Station?" he said,
"Well, nothing except that up until that time, throﬁgh my ehtire life,
I could never remember what a colored person lobked Jike if he got out
of my sight. ind I always thought that 1f I had to identify a colered
person I could not. ' But by coincidence that one time I did recognize
thoﬂe two boys. However, he doesn't_recall whether these two Negroes
said in his presence that they had, in fact, been in the Sth £loor windows

He went to the lineup where he was introduced to "Captain Frifz.in
Mr, Sorre1s' office”, Here Belin backtracked to ask/ J if Brennan knew
the neme of the officer to whom he Spoke outside tke Book Depository.
‘Brennan didntt (p.146) ; |

Then asked if he was sure of the names of theSecret Service men he
talked to, Brennan said, "I do not know the other men's name," |

Then Belin: "You believe one of them was Sorrelé?"

‘Brennan: "I believe one of them was Sorrels,"

Belin: "I think for the record - "

Brennan: "That is at the buildihg{"

Whatever Mr, Belin was about to say for the record, he didn't, for
he said merely, "Yes, sir,"

Another obvious lawyer's trick followed immediately when Mr, Belin
said, "By the W&Y,:Hr. Brénﬁan, I note that you have glasses with you
here today. Were you wearing plasses at the time of bhe incident that
you related here?"ﬁhmv"“ﬁwx
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From the picture referred to eard ier, unless Brennan wore {ramne-
less glasses, 1t didn't sesen as though he wore any. Butbt it gave Brennan
his platform. His reply was, "Wo. I onlj use glasses %o seé fine »rint
end more egpecially the Bible and bluﬁprint,” Then Belln elicits the
information that "The last of January I got both eyes sandblasted.”

This left Brernan's vision not as good as it was,

There is no éuestioning about the nature of this seéident, It may
have just been én aceident, but it should not have been an ocecupational
one because Brennan is a steamfitter, DBut added to the other reports
coming out of Dalllas about some of the ﬁore‘impoftant witnesses, the
tbrgéﬁs to the Fuins! family, the shooting ofWarren Reynolds thrugh the
heéh, and even in & city where one hospital.has i or 5 gunshots wounds
a night, this seems l1ike an unusually high attrition rete smong the .
Commission's witnesses,

After a page of diversion, Mr, Belin goes baék to Ffiday.night at
the Dallas Folice Station, where he wes tc}d he would be taken to &
lineup at whiéh be sald there were 7 or-possibiy cnly 6, Asked_what he
sam,--he replied, "I told Mr, Sorrels snd Ceptain Fritz 2% that time that |
Oswald - % the men in the lineup thet I ldentified loéking more llke a
closest resemblance to the man in the window than anﬁone in the 1ineup.f
H-a&xg:t:'oea,l .A
and he also admits that he had, in the meantime, seen Oswaldls picturé. ?3\
(P.147)

Pushed a little bit - it was necesssry for Belin to do so - and

He doesn't remember whether sny of themen in the lineup were

5,

L

asked "Now, is there anything else you told the officers ...", Bremnan
concedes, "Well, I told them I could not make a positive identification.™ \
Belin then says, ﬁWhen you told them that, did you ever later tell any

officer or investigating persorn anything different?" to which Brennan
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replied he had, He doesn't recall when, he won't swear to the name of
the person to whom he did it, but he thinks it was a Seeret Service man
named Williams from Houston. -But "he could ﬁave been an FBI," This is
Brennan's version ofowhat othe agm t told him, "You said you couldn's
make .a positive identification,) Did-ybu do that for security reasons
personally, or couldn't yous" Brennan's version here of Brenneanl!s ;
reply is, "And I told him I could with all honesty, but I did it mors |
or less for security ressons - my family and myself," Asked for an ex-
planation, it was this® "I believe at that time, and I still believe it
was a Communist activity, and I feltllifcn there hadn!t been more than
one eyewitness, and if it got to be a known fact that I wasn ap eyewitness;
myzram¢1y or I, either one, might not be safe," ' :

Brennan admits he knsw Oswald had alrsady been arrested fdr the
mnrder of Officer Tippit and there was no prospect of his being released.
But what had happened to ch&ngﬂ bis mind he is askea, and he vreplied,
"Arter Cswald was killed, I was relieved quite a bit that as far as pres- -
sure on myself of sarebody not wanting me to iden*ifv anybody, there w;; -
no longer that immediate danger." : J.k 
Ee is not asked why, then, he didn't imwedlgkely go to the police %Q

and tell them. (p.ili8) : : . \H

Wnen asked how far he was fwom the window, Brennan is not the man X\?
to say he didn't know or thatizis presence the Commission has measured ]
it; ipnstead, he said, "Well, at that time, I calcu%;ted 110-Toot at an

angle. But clioser surveillance I believe it will run close to 122 %o
126 feet at an angle." When Belin explained that they together had paced

the distance the previous Friday, Brennan wouldn't let him finish the

sentence., At the pbint where Belin gets to the approximate distance,

Brennan interrupts to aaj,'“93-foot." _ ' E



Cong. ord interrupts at this point bto say that ke thinks Brennan
ovght to "step pby step on a disgram trace his movewents from the res.
taurent untll he left the scene of bhe shooting.”" Appropriately, Belin
gives him Exhibit 361 and bells him thet if ke turns it upside dewn it
will work out fine. (Iote to Larry: This is not a joke; it's literally
true.) They just made it upside down.) Brennan doa it, *ncludwng the
detour.tO'watch "This man having a ;1t." Cong. ord then thinks "that
it might be helpful to trace 1t where he went subsequent to bhat period,
(p.149)
‘After he finished puttiﬁg the merks on, including where he tallked

to the p07ice, the Secret Service, etc., Belin asks, "Nou, are these
_ accurate or approximate locaﬁioba, ¥r, Brennan®" Brennen's disappoint-
ment, and pcrhaps a Teeling of lcse majeste, is clear in his staternent,
-"Well, dontt you have photographs of ne talking to the Secretdervice men
right here?" Belin didn't. "You should have,” Brennan inf 3 him. 34K
"It was on television before I.got home - my wife saw it,"” Bfennan's
intentions were tc be'helpfui. It_may ultimetely turn out that he wes
;E::z than helpful., He continuea; explaining that while he didn't know -
on what television station they were, "but they had it, And I called I |
believe Me, Lish who requested that he cut those £1lms or get them cut
of tue FBI. I baliam%yéu might know about them, Somebody cut those \
- £ilms, bscause a number of times later the same films were shown, amd
that part ﬁ&s cut, " 'dhsh, he said, was with the FBI] Belir thenled ™,

nd immediately chanpged the subject.

him very much for his information
But in erny event, if Brenaanﬁs te be belicved, not cnly dié the police
know that the shots had come from the Gth floor window, but elso the

FRI and the 8ceret Service, and immediately. Yebt there is no evidence

that elther of these agencies or any agents ever saw %o it that an
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immedlave systcmatlc soarch was made or sgaw to It §that the bullding
was sealed, I doubt 1 any of the FBI, Secret Scrvice or polics people
are anxlous for the pictures te be found and for thew to be identified
as responsible for nct cauvsing an immedlate sesarch of ths 6tk [loor
.arca end for not immediately quarantining the building. (p.150)
Belin, who hadn't really wanted to go into Exhibit 361 to begin
with, appears finished with 1% now, but I am not. I want tc point out
- that among the inacouracies in this chart are the failure so locabe
the arcade and the wall which are the objects of such extensive refer-
ence in testiriony, deposiftions and exhiﬁits'by 80 many‘uitnessas the
Comqission.chose to ignore or distelieve, who identified the area of
thege twe structures as the sourde of ot least the-iniﬁial=bullat.
Mich of the lettering on this chart is so small that it is not legible
with a megnifying glass. There are 2 plcturcs showing lafga arcas that
are gpproximatély 1 Inch by 1 inch, Obviously, they alsc show nothing.
Bwennan is theﬁ asked to Eiié his route insofar &s 1t is possible
upon Exhibit 478,- which he does, and by the time all of thls rigemarole
1s.over, 2 pages have been wastad. They'contributeﬁnothing.

But nere he alters his story about what he 81d tc take protection

from the shots. He didn't go over the wall to the south, he went around

A

1t to the east, He isithen asked to mark the spot He went after the LS

shooting with the letter "J", where he went tc talk with the police of-
ficer with the letter "E", but I don't see them on this exhibit, even |
with a magnifyinglglass. Tmeﬁpe i1s asiked to showW on tue plcture the
spot "whkich is wheré you said you went to %the car", He then points out
a place (p.151) which is tﬁe wrong place because it 1s on the urong

street, and whon Belin corrects him, be says, "Oh, is that right?" and

then says that Belin is correct, When they finally decidé_on the place,

2 o
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" also
Brennan 1s t0ld %o mark 1% with an "M" which =xdx does not snpear on
Exhibit 477.
Bslin next wants to lkmow if, when Brennan san the gun in ths window,
"did you see any chbjects of any kind in the window, or near the window?"

-

I referrved to as back in the book sbore buildine, I could see sihacks of

1

boxes." Brennants eyes certainly were good defore he got sandblasted}
. b ¥ z _

The picturs shous the $in edge of 2 box ;gda cavern of blackness beyond
it., Ad2itionally, Brennan was locking up at a rather stesp snple;
nothing shows through any of the windowé, and tﬁe rindow hets %talking
about, only the botbtom half of the bettom half was oven.

/ Next Belin shows him Ezhibits 180 and 181, ?ictures of the Deposi-
toryts south wall showing the windows in question, Ixhibit 482 ist an
enlargement of li81. Belin begins by pushing bhis luck too far, end asks
Brennan, "first of all, on Exhibits }i81 end L82, do you recognize any

two persons
of these mamzis in the £ifth flovr window as people you saw there?”
Brennan said, "No; I do not recognize ihemflx them, As positiﬂﬁ identi-
fication I cannot recognize tkem." Then he corrects himseif.because 3
1t is obvious he must heve known them, end seys, "Now,I see where there
is o possidility I di@ male 8 mistake. I beligve these two colored
boys was in this window, end I bellieve I showed on that other exhibvit
that they were in this windew." Belin wants to drop it; he says, "211
right./ T am going to hand you now - "™ Thatts as far as he got before ks
Brennan interrupted to sey, "The only think I said is that thoy were one
window over beloﬁ the man that fired the gun," Alas, he had never said

this about them, but he had incorrectly marked i an exhibit o this effect.

Belin understood and helped him correct the firat mistake by saying, "You |

ere pointing to the window to the east of where you have now marked ¥3Y¥o"




But even with the asctual photograrh taken at the time in Pront of
him, Brornan is beyond help, He says, "That I am not positive of, I
just remember that they were over one window from belou hiw, which-at
that tine I might have bhought this was one wirdow over,"

Prom the reconrd, in the languwage, if you'll exzeuse the expréssion,
it is not poésiblc to untangle this, It is nonetheless clear *hat the
"most importanﬁ” witness didn't know.what he was tallking sbout and
_couldn't even be led into rectifying Eis error whon it was called to
his attention and was too s*up*d or too self.important to acknuwoledge
it when he haﬁ the inuontrovcrtlbWe TER nroof of his errer in hié hands.
By now Belln has th help him, EHe says, All right. Let me ask you
tbis. :n Exhibit kBl, doesxthe condition of the;openiﬁg cf the uindoms

in the fifth floor eppesr o be that which vou saw on ths aftebnocn of

November 22°" Brennan replies, "Yes,/These do." Pelin said, "You are. -

polnting to the fifth.floor windows now?" (p.152) R

‘Brennan entangles himgelf further, "But I don't recallgthis window

2t the time of  the shooting being that low."
g Mth the windows in which the colored boys being onan in one case,
gs wide as possible, and in the other case, almest that wide, pocr ”
ﬁ;;igén could do nothing but say,'"Now, by this window you are pointing
to the window on the sizth Plooro™

Brennan says, "Right." Belin then gets Brennan to mark on 481
the lettér "A" around this window. Instead of drﬁpping it there, he
asks Erennap, "how high do you belicve if was open?" and Brennan revlies,

"I belleve that at the time he was firing, it was cpen just like this."

- P . windows on the
which Belin interprets in English as "just like the/fifth floor inmedi.

ately below?” "That Ls right," says Brennan, Belin shifts fo another

n )
blunder and aske, "I note in window "A" there appear to be some boxes

e e

L s e
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in the window. o the best of your recollieciion, wnet is the facl as |
, N

or nnt
to whether/khuks Ghose bomes as shown in this exhibit eppear to be simi.

lar o the ones you saw on Hovember 22%" He should have known bebttur
than to try to siraighten Shat ome cute DLrennants reply was, "Hoj; I
could see uore boxes.'

“In the window or behind the window:™ Delin wants to kmow, and Bren-
nan answers, 'Behind the window." Belin then says, "I em Salking in the
window itself”, and Drenunan says, "No, no., That is ~ I don't remeubor
a box ia the window, these boxes I'remﬁnher are stocked uwp beokind the
win&oa, and Lthoy wore zibz&ggca, kind of % ep down, and there wis a
spacé it looked like back of heve,”

/ .

/! Delin interpress that and mpx saye, "BHow, you are pointing to a
space which would be on bhe cast Si&e, iz thet right?” and Srennan says
that is right. DSelin then says, When you suy you dontld remember - ¥
end thai's as far &s he gehs bolore Brennen ...n'.:*:arwa}, ts to sey, Vell,

I can sec those boxes there now. £ don!t mow whether you can sev thewm
or not, 1t seems like I can scc the Loxes In thei picturs. A I righte”
What couwld Selin sayy e replied, "I don't luow, sizr., I csn'ds see them

171e <hat could be She dirty windew here," Ercnnan says,

el
o

on Exhibi
"Rere they are here, Thosc boxes there." Delin, knowing full well ithat
Exhidbit fLda, to waich Brennan has pointed, is a very considerable en.
largeument and ronetheless She toxes in the background are even there
barely visible; says, “Héll, mere is dxhilbit 402, First of all,i see
a box on Exhibit i82, right ic the window.” Lrennen said, "Yes; I
don't rewomber Lhat bLox." fow this is & box that was right In the sun
right in the iront of the window,

Belin [{inally strikes uwpon a successiul stiabagew. He bcg ng by
asking, "Do you recall that it definitely was not there, or jusbt you

don't vecall whether it was or was not there." Even the court reporter

TR




21 - Brennan
a
knew this wasn't Zhe question, Brennan sa_id, "I do not recall that

being there. BSo, therefore, I couid not say it definitely wasn't there,"

Belin sums it up, "You cannot say whether 1t.was.or was not?"™ and
" Brennan says, "No." Belin then asks him to #erk Exhibit 482 with an
arrow at the point where he saw, or thinks he.sau, boxes., When that
is done, he launches into an explanation of the source of sxhibits

.hBO, 481 and 182, what his plans are with regard to the photographer,

_'when he is going %o Dellas and whet ke is going to do there, and explains

alsc the sntecedents of exhibit L 79, one of the frames of the Zapruder
film, end then switches Brennan entirel§ away from the disaster of the
boxgé, whet he sewfand what he didn't see. For Brennan has succeeded
inﬂéwearing that the only thing he likely could have seen with any
clafity in the window is the thing he didntt see.

He should have left the windows alone, toc., But he didn't; he
.aéked iz “frﬁm theltime you first saw_the'fresidential motorcade turning
north on Houston from Main, did you observe the window from wﬁich you
say y&u saw the last shot fired af'any time prior to the time“you saw
the rifle in the window?" .Brennan said he did, Belin'then says, "Well,
what I am saying is this. TYou saw the motorcade turnf"(p.lSB)

Mr, Brennan, "No; not after I saw the motorcade, I did not observe
a man or rifle in the window{" f course, this consiituted a denial of
everything he had said, Belin then saidk "Did you observe the window
at all until after you heard that Iirst sound which was a backfire or
firecracker, at lecast you thought it was?" Brennasn, who had said hetd
seen & man in the window 2 or 3 times, replied, "No," Belin starts all
over again, He says, "Well, let the record be clear, The first sound
you thought you heard wes what?" Brennan says it was "Backfire of a

motoreycle™. Belin asked, "And then you later said something gdabout a
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firecracker, Did that have reference to the first shot, or some thing
in between the first and last?" Actually, in Brennan's earlier testi-
mony (p.143) the "backfire" end the "firecracker® were both one. First,
he thought it was a "backfire™ and then a "firecracker". - His reply to
) the question was, "I positively thought that the first shot was a backe
fife of a motorcycle., And then something made me think that someone waﬁ
throwing firecrackers from thelTexas Book Store, and a possibilify it
kas'the second shot, But I glanced up or 1ooked up and I saw this man \
taking aim for his laat-shot, The first shot and last shot is my only §\§\
positive recollection of two shots.” Ofviopsly, if he heard three ndiaés,:
i the first one was a backfire or firecracker, the next one wam 1
théinrst shot and the next one was nﬁt only the second shot but it was
also the last shot. |

At this point Mr., McCloy wants his own kind of clarification, and
asks, "Did you see the flash of what was either the second or the third
~ shot?" Brennan didn't, McCloy persisted, "Could you see that he had
diachargéd the rirla;“ 'Bfennan's reply wes not foo aiﬁpie. It was,i"Nb.
For some reason I did not get an echo at any.time; The first shot was
positive and clear and the last ahoﬁ wes positive and clear, with no echo
on my part.,” I don't know what this has to do with seéing, but McCloy
said, "Yes." And when Brennan says, "last shot," he means what to him !
was the second shot. McCloy wants to go over it again and says, "But e
you saw him #im?" which Brennan said he did, and then McCloy said, “Did@f
you see the rifle discharge, did you see the recoil or the flash?"
Brennan didn't. = 8 . S

Brennan always wanted to be perfect. When Dulles asked if he could

see "who or what he was aiming at?", Brennan replied, "Subconsciously

"I knew what he was firing at., But immediately I looked tbwards where
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Presiﬁent-ﬁennedy's car should be, and there was something obstructing
my view. I could‘not see the Presiden_t or his car at that time.g And

I still don't know what was obstructing my view, becausé I was high'enough
that I should have béen able to see it. I could not see it," This is
a new element Brennan introduces here. IN his sffidavit to the sheriff:s
office, he does not mention teking his geyes off the window from the

time of the second shot, or as it was to him, the first shot, having

" looked up=just ber;:: that, thinking someone was throwing firecrackers,
and hep certainly implies he never took_his eyes off, concluding his
affidavit-iﬁ this respect by saying, "I w'as‘- looking at the man in this
window at the time of the last explosion.” He then described how the
'_maﬁllet_the gun dowm o bis side, as he says he saw it, etc, Nor has

he referred to 1uoking-in the direction of the President in his testi-
mony up to this point., Belin asks Breﬁnan if he remembered "on one of
your interviews #ith the FBI, they record a statement that you extimated
your distance between the p“bint you were seated and the window fromwhich
the shots were fired a;tf apppro:rimately 90 yarda. , or approximately 3
times the distance it actually was, Belin continues, "At that time did
you make that statement to the FBI - and this would be o@ 22 November.

To the best oq&our recollection?™ If it was.on 22 November, it was not
in the statement he made in the sheriff's office, unless he made more
than one and only one is used.

_ Brennah_cannot make a mistake, He says, "There was a mistake in _
the FBI recording there," He said that he was telking about the dis-
tance from the gun to President Kennedy, the President Kennedy he couldnt't
see, This 6‘bvious error he explained as follows® "No; I :fould not (see
him). But I could see before and afiter.,” Belin then e fers to another

part of this interview quoting Brennan as having attended a lineup, "at




 tified the man.,” Belin then refers to & December 17 interview with the
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which you picked Lee Earvey Osweld as the person most closely resembling
the man you observed with the rifle ... but you stated you could not
positively identify Oswald as the person you saw fire the Pifle,” (p.lSh)
He asked if tﬁat was an accurate recording. Brennan says, "Yes; I be-
lieve - " and here Belin interrupts him, asking if that part of the FBI
statement is correct, to which Brennan asgrees., Belin then says, "What
was the facg as to whether you could or could not identify the person,
anart from what you told them?™ Brennan begins;."why 414 T - ¥ and

Belin immediately interrupts with a "No" which he follows this way: _
"What was the fact, Could you or could you not actually identify this
person as the man you saw firing the riflé?; Brennan saig, "I believed

I ¢$u1d witb ell fairness and sincerity, As you asked me the question
before, had I saw those pictures of Oswald'prior, which.naturally I don't
know whether it confused me or made me feel as ;Eggﬁg I was taking unrair.
advantage or what, But with all fairness, I could have positively iden-

FBI in which Brennan "stated that yéu could now say that you were sure
that Lee.Earvey Oswald was the pérsbn ;.. but that when you first saw him i
in a lineup you felt positive identification was not necessary, beeause
it was your understanding that Oswald had already been charged with the
slaying of Officer Tippit, and you also said that anothef factor was that
You had observed his picture on television prior to the time of identifi-
cation, and that that tended to cloud any identiricationiﬁgﬁe of Oswald
at the police department.® Now, does this December 17 interview accy-
rately record whst you told the FBI with regard to that matter of 1denti--
fication?” Brennan said, "I believe it does." Note the conflict here,

with his earlier testimony about fearing he and his femily might become §
the victims of a Communist plot. Note also he said that as soon as Oswa1d§

]
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was killed, he no longer had that fear and the.rear was the only thing
that kept him from making positive identification. _
Brennan was also interviewed by the FBI on Junuary 7. In para-
phrasing it, Belin indicateé how either he or the FBI helped Brennan
along with the problem of Brennan's having seen Oswald's picture on
television prior to the lineup, "... you said that thié, of course, did
not helppyou retain the original impression of the man in the window
with the rifle, but that upon seeing Lee Harvey Oswald in the police
lineup; you felt that Oswald most resembled the mah'whnm you had seen
in the window. Now, is that what you tﬁld the man on January 7 - that

OSWald most resembled the man that you had seen in the window?"zxREXIuwirg|

Does
nkinh Brennan agreed, fodlowing which Belin wanted to know, "Sssa® that

mean you could not give him a positive ldentification at that time, but
could merely say he most resembled the man in the window?"

Before continuing, I want to note that seeing Oswald on television,
in the context of not E;;ping Brennan retain his original impression,
did héip him know who the police wanted identified. What is the legal
situation with respect to a lineup in which the man known to be wanted
by the police has his picture broadcast as widely as possible and in
whic h the people asked to make the identification in the lgneup have
seen this picture? -

Brennan's reply to Belin's question was, "Well, I felt that L could,
But for personal reasons I didn't feel like that at that moment it was
compulsory and I did not wént to give a positive identification at that
time," |

This 1s in reference to the Jmuary 7 interview, At that time

Brennan's personal reasons, which he alleged to have been fear of Com-

munist reyaliation, no longer existed as he himself had testified and

e e
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had not existed since 2l November when Oswald was killed,

Belin, noting thet the interview was on January 7, asked, "You |
still felt those personal reasons as recently as.January Tth, then?"l
Having slready answered this question, as I have indicatea above, Brenna
began to say, "No., I felt better about it This is the first guy that -
Belin interrupted at this point to séy, "No, I am referring now to the
last interview you had on January 7th, in which it says that you felt
Oswald most resembled the man you had seen in the window. Is that what
you told them}" After saying, "Yes," Brennan asked, "You mean told this
man?" and Belin said he ﬁas referring to the Janﬁary 7th interview. To
thisé;annan said, "No; I don't believe I tn;ld this man in those words,

I té.ld him what I hag éaid at the lineup, But he might have misinter-_
‘preted that I was saying that again,"” tp.lSS) '

| Beling begins to ask a question by saying, "Dn other words --well,

I don't want to say in other words. When you said on Jﬁnuary 7th that
uppn seeing Lee Harvey Oswald in the 1ineup you felt that Oswald most
resembled the man whom you had seen in the window?" and Brennan replied
"Yes." Then Belin reiterated he was referring to the January 7 statement
and, "By that, did you have reference to your own personal recollectiop,
or what you said at the time of the Dallas Police Department 1ineups”
Brennan got the hint. He replied, "I believe I was referring.to what I
said at the Dallas Police Departmant,” Belin then asks what was that,.
not p what he said on January 7, towhich Brennan replied, "On Januarj'?fhg
at that time I did believe that I could give positive ldentification as \\\
well as L did later," Belin straghtens it out a little bit by saying, B
"You mean in the December interview?" to which Brennan agrees, And that's
the way Belin left it,

He then turned again to the Negroes Brennan said he saw on the fifth

floor, and asked, "Did you get as good & look at the Régroes as you got
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at the man with the rifle?" Brennan said he did, and when Belin wanted
to know if his recollection of the Negroes "at that time was as good as
the one with the man with the £ifle?", Brennan, again getting the hint,
replied, "Yes - at that time, it was.  Now - the boys rode up with me

on the plane - of course I recognize them now, But as far as s.few days
later, I wouldn't positively say Ehat I could identify them, I did
i@éntify them that day." Note that, according to the testimony of Jarman
and Norman which is sandwiched in between appearances by Brennan during
this day of testimony, both said they had seen Brennan talking to the
police and it is possible one or both cénrirméd Brennan having said he
‘had seen them. | '

/ Belin then recalls that "when I showed you Exhibit 482, you said
that pyou could mot didentify - " and is interrupted by Brennan, who
says, "Well, the picture is not clear enough, as far as distinct profiles.,’
As a matter of fact, ;82 is considerably magnified and is guite clear,
although it does not show profiles, But there is no reason o presume
that Brennap.ever saw their profiles.

. ‘During a technical exchange between Dulles and Belin, Brennan comes
back without prompting and without being asked a question to say "The
pictures there are not clear enough, the profile is not distinet enough,"
Wearily, Belin said, "All right,"' and he then gets Brennan to mark with

a pencil the sapproximate angle of the gun. His line does not come down

below the ﬁindowsill, but it extends almost tothe westermmost extremity
of that window. This would have been impossible for it would have put
the marksman's head where the window was and the line is drawn so far
abovw the boxes that, in the Commission®s reconstruction, where used as

a gun rest, the rifle could not have rested on the boxes, although per-

haps the marksman's arm might, but then the Commission has other testimony
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it has chosen to believe indicating the kick of the rifle left a mark
on the box. Brennan immediately began hedging on "whether or not any
bart of the rifle was protruding out of the window", even though he has
drawn a considerable portion of it out. (p.156)

Belin wants to know, "Did you ever.tell.anyone that you were 90
yards away from that window where you saw the gun?” and Brennan says,
"No. It was a misunderstanding. My first calculation was that I was
@bout 75-foot out from the window, and the calculation of the window 75-
foot uﬁ. So the hypotenuse there would be gpﬁrokimately 110-foot, That

was my first calculation.” There then follows an exchange betwemn Belin

and ?rennan calculated to give the impression that Brennan was not lead
in Eis questioning and had no indication of what was expected of him.as
a2 witness, which would certainly be a surprise to anyone who had ever
_.had any connectlon with an investigation and who knows the normal atti
tude of investigatofs to witnesses they consider their most important
ones, (p.157) | .

Then they rehash the business of his first approaching the officer
and what ensued.

Comparing Bﬁennan's testimony on p.158 with that of the three
Negroes who follow, Brénnan was at the steps of the main entrance to
the Book Depository for sometime, although he also testified that he
had left it for a short period or periods, ﬁe said he did not see any-
one leave that door who looked like the man he had seen in the window
with the rifle.

There followed an unsuccessful attempt by Dulles to get an estimate
of the time that elapsed from the time Brennan left his hiding plﬁce
until he saw the policeman, from the time he saw the policeman until he

saw the FBI agents, and then how long he was there following this con-
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versation. Nothing comes out of it. Brennan just can't tell them
(p.158).

Most of p.1l59 is devoted to Dullests idea that the Commission staff
obtain biographical sketches from the individual witpesses. Gong; Ford
agrees, and they ask Brennan a little about himself, Belin again wanfs
to show that Brennan wasn't led in.his testimony at all, and says,

on Friday
"When we visited/in Dallas, what is the fact as to whether or noto I
told you what to say or you yourself just told me what yoﬁ wanted to
tell me¢"™ Brennan's napiy was predictablé. He said, "I told you - you
did not instruct me what to say at all." (p.159)

E;Belin again comes back to FBI statements and Brennan's failure to
idaﬁtify Oswald positively. Brennan gives this explanation, "... I had
saw the man in the window and I had saw him on television, g: Klooked
much younger on television ... say 5 years younger. (Thus, he makes
himself more in accord with fact, doesn't he?) And then I felt that
ny family could be in danger, and I, myself, might be in danger. 4nd
since they already had the men for muder, that he wasn't going to be ¢
set free to escape and get out of thecountry immediateiy, and I could
very easily sooner than the FBI or the Secret Service wanted me, my tes-
timony in, I could very easily get in tow h with them, If they difgd't
get in touch with me, and to see that the man didn't get loose,"

This explanation appeared to satisfy everybody., By this time I
do not consider it strange that no one thought to ask why he didn't ¢all
tte police after the killing of Oswald oﬁ the 2ith to say that he could
nge made a positive identification and to give his reasons for failing

to do so. Nor has Brennan indicated any reason why he should not have

done =o.
Below the middle of the page, Brennan reveals something he could

not possibly have known on the 22nd and something he could heve learned
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subsequently only from official sources., In saying he was considering
moving his family and in admitting that the Secret Service "had con-
vinced me that 1t would be strictly confidential ... I felt 1ike if I
was the only eyewitneas.that anjthing could happen to me or my family."
Obviously, with all bhose people there, Brennan had no reason to believe
he was the only ejewitngss. (ps160) |
-ﬁw is asked again about the clothing he saw on the man in the

< window; he doesn't know the color of the sidsks shirt,*other then light,
and a khaki color - maybe in khakf, ... It if was a white shirt, it
was on the dingy side." He is then shown Exhibit 150 (16 H 515)'qhich,
in fact, is a very Sanke shirt, and he said, "I would have expected it
toféa & little lighter - a shade or so lighter." Asked about the
trousers, he said, "similar to the same color of the shirt or a little
ligbter, (Oswald was wearing trousersjso.dark when arrestéd that they
sppear black in the Ft i pibtures ) And that was another thing that

I called their attention to at: the 1ineup._ Belin wanted to know, "What
do you mean by that?" and Brennan inforwmd him, “*hat he was not dressed_
in the same clothes tha.t I saw the man in the window. When Belin asked

- if Brennan meant the ‘trousers or the shirt Brennan hedged, "Wéll, not

particularly either.l In other words, he just didn't have ths same clothes |

on." Belinf let it go with "All right." But Brennan didn't let it go

~ at that, He added, "I don't know wbether you have that in the record or

not.. I am sure yyou do." At this point, Brennan was excused. ’
 Following the testimony oB Bonnie Ray Wllliams, who followed Brenﬁﬁf

in the morning, Brennan was recalled at the beginning of the afternoon ﬁ\

session, He, Williams, and the other Dellas witnesses who followed,

presumably had all been in teh hearing room during all of the morning = |

L TR

and had come from Dsllas together. Williams had testified that Brennan
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had not identified him when he, Williams, left the Depository Building.
Brennan had testified that he had identified two Negroes. He is asked
if he sees these two men, and his reply is, "I don't know which of
thzse two." (p.lﬂh) However, with the benefit of the knowledge he had
gained in listening to Willisms's testimony, and the knowledge that
there were only 3, it did not fﬁz Brennan's intellect to figure that

If,
the 2 others were the 2 he had identified. iﬁ, houever, this had been

& strain for Brennan, there Was:the interval between the 12:10 end of

the morning session and the 2:05 beginning of the afternoon session
during which, if he couldn't have been assisted in his recollection
during the end of the mnrning séssiua, theré was smple opportunity for
him to have bean helped in this great decision,

Here he says, when asked if the 2 men were together when thsy left .
the building, "I don't believe jthey were." But on p.152, when shown
their pictures, he said, "No; I do not recognize thém," and on p.lhé

" he had testified that, "I immediately identified these two boys to the

officers and Hr. Sorrels eeo Lhey came running down the front ateps of
the building ... ". On th.is seme page, Cong. Ford rehashes it, saying,
2And these two Negroes came out the front door?" Brennan said, "Yes,
sir," Ford asked, "And you-did what then?" and Brennan, st111 keeping
bés the two together, says he told Sorrels "that thgse were the two
colored boys that were on the fifth floor." :

On p.185, the page from which I have been quoting his afternoon-
testimony, he next says, "I don't recallfseeing any officer bring them
out or with them," On.p.lhé he had testified that when thé two men
came Punning down the steps, "they took them in custody ... I believe
Mp, Sorrels or the Secret Service man stopped them." But when Belin,
unwilling toleave well enough alone, immediatd y after the previous

quotation from Brennan, says, ”Nog,you do not believg, then, that it
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was Mr, Williams?" Brennan replied, "No; I won't say for sure., I can't
tell which of those two it was." Asked a question intended to clarify
Brennan'!s reply was, "I saw two but I can't identify which one it was,"
I don't know what this meens or what it could have meant, but Belin
picks up the ball and, after Brennan had said "I think it was this boy
on the endﬁ, Belin said, "You thought %t it was Mr. Norman., And what
sbout Mr, Jarmen?" Brennan replied, "I beliewve it was him, too. Am I
right or wrong?" Ball replied instead of Belin and said, "I don't know, "

MeCloy asks, "Did you recognize anyone in this room that you saw
in the fifth floor window ...?" and Brennan'says, "That is the two boys
T amfspeaking of now." Belin then returns to Exhibit 477 on whéch, in
hhé‘morning session, Brennan had sworn he had seen two Negroes in the
only one of four adjoining windows in which there had been none. He
gets Brennan to change his story so that Brennan "believes" they were
in the window to the east, but "I am not positive". . |

At this palnt, Asst, Counsel Redlich asks Mdcloy's permission to
question the witness. His approach begina, "You stated that you saw
two employees walking down the steps of the building}" Bfgnnan says
he did, and Redlich asks, "Do you recall whether the two ampioyaes:thaﬁ
you saw a3k welking down the steps of_the building were the same two
emp1oyees that you saw in the window..;.?" Brennan says, "Yes; as far
as/the fifth floor and at one of these two windows, The one I cireled
or this window here," Redlich starts to try and get him back on the
track by saying, "You mean two of the people that you - " at which poba@
he is interrupted by Brennant!s "At one of the windows I saw two, two of
those people, employees that came down." Redlich, them, ignoring the
fact that four windows were finvolved, but perhaps intending to hint to::
Brennan to forget the one he had already identified as the window in
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which they were, and in which they had not been, then says, "But you
are not prepared to state which of these three possible windows?"
Brennan replies, "That is right". After a brief further exchange,
Redlich,'in effect, testifies for Bennan in this question, "And of the
two people thet you saw, iﬁ is possible you are saying that one might
have been in the window marked B and anothsr.might have bemn in a window
. to the emst?” Brennan says yes, and Re@lich says thenks, and Belin says,
~ "Mr, Brennan, are you basing.ybur recollection on what p you saw'during
the moments that the shots were fired or on what you saw when you ob-
served these windows prior to the time the motorcade arrived?"” Brennan's
- reply is, "what I saw prior. There was no éignificance to the fact at :
akkf In other words, there is a little difference in your memory there
on this," Immediately Mr, Ball said, "No questions. You may be excused,
. Mr, Bremnan.”™ (p.186) _
He came back that afternoon to clarify something else. (See p.211),
It is my recollection that at one point during his téstimony, Brennan
 said he'séw these colored men as clearly as he saw the.allege& assassin,
How well, then, did he see the alleged assassin? ;
. But whether or not he did say that, how could anyone possibly be-
liege the identification of a man who was, at Brennan®s most optimistic
version, intermittently at the window and partly obstructed by it when
the.man who is making the identification cannot identify other men who
remained in clear view in adjoining windows? And how much can the word
of a witn.ess be trusted when he haé phtographs in front of him with
which to identify people and the psople are_in front of him, when he
has photographs in front of him with which to identify the windows in

which the pecple were, and he can do neither?

T

When recalled on p.211, Brennan is not kkte resworn (nor had he G
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been at the afternoon session/, although there is at least a clear
inference that he was excused at the morning session.) EHe is told
"You are still under oath.” But he was not, He had been excused,
Belin asks him; "Did you ever state to anyone that you heard shots
from opposite the Texas School Book Depository and saw smoke and peper
wadding come out of boxes on a slope below the railroad trestle at the
time of the assassination?” Bremnan says, "I did not.," .

A% the end of this brief interrogation, which takes.up less than .
half of a page, and after Bremnan is again eicuﬂed, he says, "I would '
Vrre o aEE R question off the record."’ The Chairman granted his per_'
mission and the recordf says, "(Discussian bff the.record.)"

uf Is it possible to conceive of a worse witness than Brennan, even
if Cong. Ford ;ﬂigigﬁ him the Commission's most important? He obviously
is a man who was impressed wi th his own 1mportance and, as the Commis-

sion tried to imply of Oswald, it is clear in this case, this man wanted

the world to know just how important he was. Hia big-shotitis permaates'_

[

the entire record of his interrogation. He. continuously volunteers,

. to the Commission's chagrin and diacomfiture, and he is almost invari-
ably wrong.' There-is no aspect of his aceount in which he 1s consistent.
No matter what he is Quoted_at one point as hﬁving said, it is possible
to find another point at which he contradicts it. His identifications
of the alleged assassin are not cogsistent.. The FBI reports I have not
as yet seen, But the affidavit he gave immediately to the sheriffils \
department is not consistent with the police broadeast which 1mmediately
preceded it and which the Commissiongsays "most probably came from

Brennan, His identification to the Commission is not consis tent with

elther the affidavit to the sheriffts office or with the police b_road- E

cast, He couldn't identify the men he saw in the windows when they -

b e i e
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were iﬁ front of himp fhe couldntt identify them from pictures, and

when he had only a 1 in L chance of being wrong ir picking out the

windows in which these men were, he got the only wrong window of the

i, When he had an option between having the men in individhal windows

and having them together, he picked the wrong one and had them together,

whereas they were not together. On Oswald's clothes he was wrong; not

just wrong a little bit, but as wrong as oﬁe can be between black and

white for he said Oswald's black pants were white, '
When-cbnfronted with contradictions in the‘FBI reports, his expla-

nation was very simple: The FBI was wréng. . :

| ?gThis wag the only eyewitness; -

/ At not one point during this appearance by Brennan was there 2
word said by Mr, Murray, the bbserver, who was sup?osed'to be looking
out for Oswaldts interest, How, in the light of this, the Commission
dares make a pretense that anybody was looking Sut for any of Oswald's
._1nterests is absolutely beyond comprehension, Having Mr, Craig and
his associates sppear as a matter of record to have them looking out

for Oswald'!s interests iz a monstrous hoax in itseld,




