UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

®
P0000000N00000000000Q000RR0C00CO0CO0CQRODROOOEEC

HAROLD WEISBERG

Route 8
Frederick, Maryland
Plaintiff
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COMPLAINT

(Pursusnt to Public Law 89-L487; 5 U.S.C. 552)

1. Pleintiff brings this action under Public Law 89-L87;
5 U.S.Cs 552,

2. Plaintiff is s professional writer, living and working
in Frederick County, neer‘the city of Frederick, in the State of
Maryland., .Plaintiff has published e number of books dealing with
politicel assessinations and currently is devoting his full time end
efforts to researching end writing additlonal boocks on this szoms
subject.

3. The Defendants are the General Services Administration
of' the United States Governwment and its subsidiary, the Naotionsl
Archives and Records 3Service.

L. The Defendant Netional Archives is the reposzitory for
the official evidence relating to the sssezssinstion of President
Kennedy. In this cepacity, the Nationel Archives is charged with the
duty of wmeking said svidence aveilebls, without favoritism or preju-
dice, but in accordsnce with the spplicevle lsws, reguletions and
practices,

5. Mr. Burke Marshall, executor of the estate of President

John F. Kennedy, entrusted sowes of this svidence %o the cere of the
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National Archives under the terms of & Lotber Agreement dsted Octobsr
29, 1966, and signed by'both lMr, Marshell and Lawson B, Knott, Jr.,
Administretor of General Services. (Exhibit A4)

6. The clothing worn by President Kennedy on the dzy of ths
essassination was among the evidence transferreé to the custody of the
General Services Administration undef the terms of the October 29
Letter Agreement.

7. Said Letter Agreement classified the clothing of President
Kennedy es Appendix A material and provided thet such clothing could be
made available to certasin classes of persons, smong thems

1 (b) Any serious scholer or investigator of matters
relating to:the death of the late President, for purposes
relevant- to-his study thsreof. -

8. Prior to August 6, 1967, Pleintiff verbelly requcsted
éhét ﬁévbe'élioﬁéd‘éo exéﬁine thé‘President's clothing. On and subse-
quent to that date, Pleintiff has requested in writing that he be
gfanted access to said clothing, ‘

9. In hopes of avoiding both 2z dispute over sccess to this
evidence end unnscessary court litigation as well, Plaintiff proposed
as an-alternative that photographs of the President's clothing be
taken for him end et his expense.

10, Plaintiff's requests thst he be a2llowed to exewmine the
President's clothing or have it photozrephsd for hiwm were firss ignored
by the Genersl Services Administretion; leter they were denisd.

1l., In denying Plaintiff's requests, the Nationsl Archives
referred to restrictions in the Letter Agreement which wers fqr “the
stated purpose of preventing the undignified and sensationsl use of
the meterials presented to the Government ..." (Exhibit B) This is
the sole justification whicn hes been advanced by the Defendant National
Archives os grounds for the subpression of these meterials.

12, Plaintiff submits that his requests asre capable of being
grented in such manner ee to preclude the possibility of any undignified
or sensational use of the materiesls,

13. In this regard, Pleintiff points out thet his originel
request wes that he be allowed to exemine ths President's clothing,
under the proper supervision of the officlals av the National Archivss,

Such en examination would not be susceptidvle to "undignified or
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sensationsl use (such es for public displey)", since it is not capable
of reproduction, much less reproduction for public display. Moreover,
officials 2t the Archives have permitted Plaintiff to personally
examine the clpthiﬁg of Lee Hervey Osweld, thus esteblishing & prece-
dent which should apply to the President's clothing as well,

1. Secondly, Pleintiff hes requested that, ss an zlterna-
tive, photographs 6f the President's clothing be taken, et his expense,
and delivered to -him by the National Archives staff.

15, Pleintiff points out thet prior to this dete only such
photographs of the Presidsat's clothing as depict gore and are cepable
of undignified - and sensational use have been widely disseminated,
vIndeed, it wes pictures of this sort which wers made sveileble by the
Warren Commission itself, end under such circumstances as insurcd
their widespread undignified sndé sensational use.

16, PFurther, Plaintiff wishes to cmphasize . thst in an eflort
to eredicate ony suggestion of possible undignified or sensational use
he hoe submitted 2 request for o photogreph of a very small erse of
dsmage on the front of ths Presidént's shirt. A photogreph of this
small aree, wmeasuring less than an inch scross, is in no wise suscep~
tible %o undignified or sensational use. On the contrery, such a
photograph is of value only to persons &able to evaluste it through
scholarly examination,

17, The Letter Agreement designated the following es
Appesndix A msterialss

Clothing and personal effects of the late President, identi-
fied by the following exhibit nuwbers relsting to the Presi-
dent's Cormission on the Asssssinstion of President Kennedy:
Commission Exhibit Nos. 303, 394, 395, FBI Zxhibit Nos. €26,
027, 628, 630, €33, O34, €35, C36.
Missing in this catalogue is FBI Exhibit No. 60, which could not be
more relevant, as Peragraphs 18 - 3L of the stbeched sdéendum show,
especislly Paragrephs 29 - 3l.

/¥, Under the terms of the Letter Agreemsnt which pertein to
Appendix A meterials, the Administrestor of the Netionsl Archives
"shall have full suthority to deny requests for access, or to impose
condivions he deems sappropriste on access, in order to prevent undig-
nified< or sensetional reproduction of‘ths Appendix 4 materisls".

(Exhibit A)
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19, By the same token, the Letber Agresment has vested the
Administretor with sutherity to meke eveileble to the Plsintiff the
metericls hs seeks., The discretionery suthority of the Adwulanistrator
to grant sccess to the clothing and to pesrmit photogrephs of it has
recently been reaffirmed by Burke Marshs1ll in his letters to the
Plzintiff dated April 30 and May 25, 197C. (Zxhibit G).

20, Under the provisions of ths Ffeedom of Informetion Act,
Defendent National Archives has the burden of justifying its refusal
%o sccede to Plzintiff's reguests,

21, Thus far Dsfsndant Fational Archives hes failsd o
adducse zny ressons for the suppression of this svidence waich hold up
under aneslysis,

22, Plaiantiff hes sought relisf st 21l appropricts levels
and hes consisbently been denied his requests by  the responsible egency
officiels, whers they have not ignored his requests and failed to re=-

spond GO Thascm,

Ny

3. Plaintiff elleges that Ths Letter Agreemeat between
Burke Mershall end the National Archives constitubtes a fraud upon the
public 2nd should be declared sn illsgel or void contrzct upon the
following grounds:

1) That the Letber Agreement is contrary to sound public
policy. ,

2). That ss a contract the Lettesr Agreemsni is void for
Vagueness,

3) That the Letter Agreement is a legal nullibty becauss
its bterms werc broken in advance by the Warren Comalszsion's pub-
lication of gory photographs of the President's clothing ss well
as having bsen walved later on by ths executor of the Kennedy
estate, Mr., Burke Marshall, ‘

4) That some of the msterisles transferred under the terms
of the Letter Agreement, specificelly, the eutopsy X-rays and
photographs, were stolen property and could not be the subject
of 2 valid contract,

2. Pleintiff elleges in ths slternative thet, should the

Letter Agresuent bs held o be & valid contrect, Plaintiflf meets ell

legitimate requirements set forth by ssid Letter Agreswment and has
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wrongfully been denied his rsgquests by the.Defendant Netionel Archivss,
in violation of thé Freedon of Informetion Act.
25, Wherefore Pleintiff asks ths court to grant relief in
the following form:
A, By ordering Defendeant Nationsl Archives to gllow Plaintiff
to exemine the President's clothing under proper supervisicn.
B. By ordering Defendent Nationsl Archives %o ellow Plaintiff
to mske photographs of said clothing at his expense.
G. By declaring the Letter Agreement betwesn lMr. Burke
Marshall and the Defendant Netionel Archives null and void, end
by restraining the Defendant from any further use of szid Letter
Agreement as & prebext for denying Pleintiff eccess to the pre-
vicusly described materials.
26, The sbove psragrephs ley the legal besis for Plaintiff's
action egainst the Defendant. Howevsr, there is wmuch background to
the complaint, end in order to essist the court's understending of this
materisl and its signifioanos a2g regards the national intsrest, Plaintiff
hes prepered a memorendum of fect and lew which he hereby submits as a

seperate Addendum,

Herold Weisberg pro se




ADDENDUMNM

I. THE THMPORTANCE OF THE CLOTHING AS EVIDENCE, -
A. VWhat the Evidence lust Show to Support the 0fficiel Theory.

1. The Warren Comwission alleged thet one virbtuslly pristine
bullst, Commission Exhibit 399, inflicted zll seven non-fotal wounds
suffered by President Kennedy and Governcr Connelly. In its virtucso
performance, this bullst smzshed beones in three parts of the Governor's
body - efter having passed through the body of the President - and
emsrgaed, as if by wiraculous conception, almosﬁ wholly intazet and vir-

- tually unmutilsted and undeformed. (Uzhibit D)

2. Without this stellar performence by Superbullet, the crime
could not have besn committed cs officielly 2lleged; for if one bullet
dié not ceuse 21l seven wounds, then thers hed to be a second assessin,

3., Ag & corollary, it ie £lso truc that, if the crime was come-
ritted es officially zlleged, there would heve to be & bullet hole in
thet portion of the President's shirt which ccrresponds to the lower
right resr of the neck, twe bullet holss in the overlap of the front
neckbsnd of the shirt, and e bullet hcle through the knrot of the tie,
2ll ceused by the bullet depicted in CE 299. (Exhibit D)

e It is on this sceount that the shirt and the tie sre emong
the most basic evidence relating to the cesessination. Ultimately,
they by thesmeelves may provide proof ss to whsther the asssssination
wes committed by one men zlone, or by e conspiracy of two or wmors, 2
fact which wey account for their suppression,

B., The Presidsnt's Clothing Wes Héver Properly Txeminsed Before
Ths Warren Gommission,

5. The President's cloizring wes plsced in evidsnece before the
Waerren Commission., Whether or not the Warren Commission reslized the
evidentiary importance of the clothing, and it is somevhst difficult
to believe they did not, tho Commission failed to heve the relevant
experts examine the clotning. No experts in forensic medicins were
cailed by the Commissicn, though they were readily svailsble, nor were
thé appropriete expsrts from the FBI and Secret Service summoned o
exemine this evidence.

6. Instead, the Commission drew upon tvhe opinions cf ordinary

doctors whose skills were in laboratvory work., .Additionally, The



Commission called in one FBI bellistics expert, but his testimony in
this eres was both incompetent and equivocel,

7. In short, the conclusicns resched by the Werren Commission
are not justified by the testimony it hesrd.

C. Othsr Relevant Evidence Also Suppressed.

8, Unfortunstely, suspicion of the Werren Commission's con=-
clusions and. even ths possibility of their velidity is further heightened
by the suppression of other besic evidencsz.

9, Most notoriocus, of course, it the illegal suppression of
what 1s - or perhaps uss - the best available‘evidence, the X-reys and
photogrephs taken as part of the autopsy done on President Kennedy.

10. In sddition to this crude end vletent cover-up, the spec-
trogrephic znalysis of the metallic trscus on threeds of tne President's
clothing was also suppressed; it s3ill remains suppressed, although e A
suit hes been filed to get it releassd.

11. The only btsctimony besfors the Warren Commission gbout
spectrographic anelysis was taken from e witness who speciflec his
incompetence and designated his oun tsstimony hearse

12, The spectrogrephsy who performed the bests on the Presi-
dens's clothing was celled before the Verren Commission, but he wes
never asked a single question about tThis specetrographic enalysis.

13. The significance of spectrographic anelysis lies in the
fect that it permits an uneguivocel stebeusnt as to whether ithe traces
remsining on the éxesidenﬁ‘: shirt do or do not exsctly coincide with
the mebellic content of the bullet known ce CE 39%.

ih. The importznce of this suppression of The specirogrephic
analysis gscunes even grester proportions when it is understcod thet
the testimony given before ths Werren Commicssion indicates there were
no mebellic traces in either of the two hcles in the neckbsné of the
President's shirt or on the nick mede on the extreume lefthoand side of
the knok.

i5. Since this megic bullet, L 399, left msvuallic Traces on
everything else it ellegedly struck, es, for sxomple, the back of the
President's shaért, it is logicel to infer thet the demage bto the neck-
band snd tie was not caused by CE 399 or any ofther bullct.

16. This inference is strengthencd by the faet that, while
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this bullet is slleged - in the "official" version - to have gone
through the President's tie kno®, observetion establishes that this
was asccomplished without 2 hole being viede in it, since there ic only
a slight nick on the extreme lefthand side of the tie,

17. Thz suppression of the sutopsy X-rays. end photogrephs,
teken in conjunction with the suppression of the spectrographic analysis
end the refussl to let Pleintiff examine the President's clothing -
these things suzgest sn cbvious explenzition: The besic evidencs of the
cesessinetion is suppressed for.-the simple resson that 1t contradicts

the officisl version of how thst assassinetion was cerried out.

II, PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE CLOTHING AS »VID:SNCE,
A. Types of Photographs,

18. The photographs of the President's clothing which eare
contained in the Warren Commission's residual files sre of z type
knoun és reproduction copies,. Ali‘photographs of the clothing deliv-
ered to the Commission by ths FBI were of this type.

19, These reproducticn copies sre made from negetives which
are designed for pictures used in offset printing, rather than ss
photographic pictures.

20, Such offset photos contain wmyriads of small cots celled
s "sereen'., These dots are invisible to the naked eye, but they are
essential to the phodoengraving process by which reproduction by print-
ing is eccomplished.

21, Uaforbtunetsly, upon enlergemens the dots dominate and hide
the conbent of the offset pictures, even when & simple megnifying lens
is used.

B; :Types of Photographs Available to Public ana Scholers.

22 Theré is no resbtriction upcon the evailability of or use
of reproduction photos; although they show notiing but gore znd cennot
bs properly enlarged, such photos were smphesized in the Warren Report
end its supplementary voiumes and were rsleased by the Government in
order thet they might be widely disseminated; &s they were.

23. Defendant Hational Archives informed Pleintiif thet it had
wede its own photographs of the clothing, in order that the shirt could

be studied by those doing research into the assassinsbion.
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2L, It is obvious thet the reproductic photos taken by the
FBI &nd delivered to the Netionsl Archives by the VWerren Commission
wers ussless; had they been in any way edequate for study end research,
then it would not heve been necessery for the Defendent to take its ouwn
pictures for use in such ressarch.

25. Defendant Nationzl Archives permits examinstion of the
photographs it took of the President's clothing and has shown them to
Plaintiff; howsver, the Archives refuses tc follew ite customsry prac-
tice of weking copies for cale to persons doing resezich,

26, The reason given by the Archives for refusing tc malke
eveilable its clear and uscbls photogréphs is theAprﬁtext given in the
Letter Agresment: to prevent thneir undignified znd seusational use. .
Bub the racson is'spurious. 'Those photos which were releesed for wide-
spread pubiic distribution portrayed nothing but gore end have no evi-
&entiary value, Thoée withhald, ineluding Pleintifif's pequest for a
photo of & very small arse of damege, wers of evidentisry value butb
not sdsceptible of sensetional or undignifisd use.

< Ca ‘Thé Photogrephs se Lvidence. r

27. The FBI is the wajor crime detection agency in the world's
most technologicelly édvanced nation, Consequently, the only photo-
graphs which the FBI delivered to the Werren Commission wers reproduc-
tion copise mede for use in offset printing; that is, the type of
photographé with the lowest evicentiary value,

23, It should be pointed out here thet reproduction ?hotcs are
made Irom photogréphs capabla of enlargeuent without distortion; thus,
it must'be remarked that the FBI went to come extrs trouble in order to
providejthe Commission with reproducticn copics, for it alrecedy had the
kind of phovograph suitable for enlsrgement.

29, One of the photos the FBI prescnted to the Verren Commis-
sion wes g compositc describea es FBI Ezhﬁbit 60. The point at which
Bullet 399 is said to have enbtered the President's shirt is enlearged
and added ss one of the inserps in FBI Exnibit 60, Plaintiff emphésizes
that this FBI Exhibit 60 is not itemized in the eppendix to the Lstter
Agreewent, ss quoted in Peragraph 17 of this Conmplaint.

30, Strangely, the demage to the shirt depicted in this enlarge-
ment Goes not coincide with thet discernible in the picture of the entire
back of the shirt, both the shepe of the hole snd its relationship to the

vertical stripes in the pattern of the shirt being different.



31, The Depsrtment of Justice hes given Plaintiff prints of
such pictures which ars of the kind which permit enlargsment without

"inno-

distortion., These photographs meke it pocsible to provide an
cent explanstion of ths discrspancy pointed out in paragreph 30 sbove;
an explansticn which could not bs broughi forth were Plaintiff restricted
tc the reproduction-type photographs the FBEI provided to the Werrsn
Commission,

32, FPor whatever resson, the febled FBI, asgency with & multi-
tuée of experts, possssscr of arcane skills, developer cnd reiiner of
reconGite cciences - szid FBI reversed the verticel directimof the
enlergement when making its composite picture for FBI ixhibit 60,

33, Plaintiff feels constrained to point out thet he hss no
innocént explanation as to why the FBI furnished the Warren Copmission
With useless reproduction-type photos, or, for that matier, why ths
FBI consideérsd it necessary to predigest evidence for the Commicsion
by cowpiling & composite phioto.

3l Whatsver the FBI's motive mey have been, the error usas
not devected by the Commicsion. Although this Goes nob necesserily
reflect on the competency of the Commission's steff, it does point up
the specisl way in which the public interest requires an uncfficicl
exenination of all the evidence. For rezeraless of the competency of
the Ccommaission staff, or its iﬁéegrity, Pleinti®T hss here unccversd
ex instance of an officisl agency providing the Commiscion with menu-
fectursd evidencs, end at that, evidence which is essentiel %o sn
understanding of the neture of bthe assessination, and whe wney have
perpetrated it, and how,

Iii. GIROUHSTANCES SURROUNDING THE LuTTHR AGREEMENT AND Al EXECUTIVE
ORDER
Ae Circumstance I: Time.

33, Ths Letter Agresment trensierring the President's clothing
to the Archives wes dsted Qetober 29, 1966, Thet dete is signilficant,
It is somekhat wore Than two years after the wWerren Report was filed.

36, By this date the Warren Report had coms under severe
eriticisme Plaintiff hed published the first boolk on this subject,

Whitewesh: Whe Renori on the Warren Rsoncrt, By October 1966, ihitvewash

3

end three other books were receiving widescpresd internstionsl ettention,

U
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and one of these books became a "best ssller”.

37. Thus, by the Fall of 1966 the Government which preparcd
the officizl eccount of the acsssssineticn wes in distress. Under di-
rect attack, the official version repidly lost crecibility; indeed, a
Lou Herris poll rsvesszled that two—fhirds of ths Americsn public no
longer believed it.

38. By the most accidental of coincicentss, the Acting Attorney
General of the United Stutss picksd this very womsnt to issus zn Fxecu-
vive Order, steting:

eoee I have determined that the national interest requires

the entire body of evidence considered by the President's

Commission on ths Asszssination of President Kennedy ang

now in the possession of the United States to be pressrved

intects  (Exhibitv E)

3%. Both the Letter Agresment and the lxecutive Order were
accompanied by enormous public relations fenfare, end an eccomwmodsting
press, ncet to say a handmeiden, hersldsd both events as wmsening that
ho'evidehce wes suppreszssd znd that 21l the evidence confirmed the
official story of the crims.

10, The alleged reeson fOP.thE srscutive Orvder znd ths Letter
Agreement is ths preservetion of evidence, Had that bean the rsel cb-
jective, ons doubts thst there would hovs been g lepse of more then
three yeers after the sssessinstion end wore then two yeesrs cfter ths
issusnce of the Warren Report before these sctions were tslken, EKether,
they woulc hsve been done, at the very lstssf, priocr tec the ending of
the Werren Commission; end not et ¢ time vhen e government troubled by
vopulsr disbelisf cesired its nyths to be buttressed by propsgends,

B. Circumstsnce II: Feleificetion,

lils If either of these acts had eny relation to preservstion,
then it hcs to the preserveiion of & felss end distorted picture of
the ssssssination end of the eveilebility of the important evidence
in regard tb ite

2, Thus, cuc cf the provisions in the Letter Agrecement "gsve"
the sutopsy X-rsys enc photographs tc the Archives. In this menner,

Ts own properiy end the be-

(=3

the Goveramsnt became the bsnelficisry of
stower of stolen property gained 2 reputetion for wmzgnaaninity. More

importent, this wmensuver sunabled the Fovirament to preSend 1t could
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receive back property sbtelen from it under restrictions which would
give the Government e prstext for the suppression of basic evidence,
Thus. even if ths press did not bruit it ebout, the X-rays and photo-
graphs taken in the coursé of the sutopsy - the best available evidence
- preceived & burial ceremony.

3. Goinciding with the fanfere over the Letter Agreement
was 2 statement attributed to the sutopsy doctors, that they "confirmed"
ths suthenticity of the autopsy picturss. Since these doctors had tes-
tified before the Warren Commicsion thet they had never seen these

picturcs, either their tsstimony before the Commission wes perjurious

or the stztement wes felss or falsely ettributed to thew. Similerly,
encther statemsnt sttributed to the doctors - thet thsse pictures con-
firmsd tha2 sccuracy of the sutopsy - wae also fslse.
C. Circumstance IZI: Discriminetion.
i,  On Hovewber 1, 196&, in the sftermath of the sensebionsl
publicity surrounding the Letter Agreement, Plaindiffl raquested a copy

.12 Tetter Agrecment, The Nationel Archives refused Plaintiff's

Vi

of

mw

requcsb. The reason given wazs that gny use would constitute sensational
or vndignified use. If genulne, as it wsg not, this cofidition would
never chenge.

5. Thereefter, one Fred Grehzm erranged en exclusive release

of sa2id Letber Agreement to him and hie newspeper, the New York Times,

6. In this rezsrd, Defendsnt Netionsl Archives violsted its

D

own ‘r2zulations, which would require that Plaintiff hsve hsd equal
sccess o s£i4 Letber Agrsemsnt as Mr. Grsham, in order that he could
heve not less than an equsl opportunity for first use., Instead, the
Netionzl Archives did not properly notify Plsintiff or cven meil nim a
copy of wh=t had besn withheld from him, so that no one could sct until
after sn erronsous interpretetion had besn foisted off on the people
and fzetened upon history. (Exdbit F)

7. In this feshion, Defendsnt not only discrimineted ageinst
Plaintiff but also sbettsd the sensetionsl and undignifica misuse of
the Letter Agresement by making propagands, which is entirely inappropri-
ate in Governmment, especizlly on such a subjsct and by an agency of

llegedly only scholarly interests end purposes.

10

5
8. The clesr inference from this is thet to Defendent National
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Archives "sensational and undignified usc" is only a cover for suppres-
sion, until such time that the documsnts sought can be essured sufficient
pro=-government coverage. &

L9, Plaintiff has challenged both Mr. Burke Mershsll enc the
Defendant to show how any but the proscribed use could bLs wmede of the
reprodauction phétps so widely disseminetsd., The challenge wes A0L
accepted. Converssly, Plaintiff has chellenged Mr. lisrshell and the
Derendzntv to show how the photogrephe n: seske could conceivably bs
uced for sensetionsl end undignifisd purposes., LAgsin, the chellenge
was declined.

. IV, :Summary.

50, The documents wiich Pleintili sesks heve besn refused him
on the grounds that the Defendants wislhed to prevent their "ssasastional
and undignifiecd use", The dGetelils which give this clsim the lic have
been outlined above,.:

5l. qphspels, however, & shorbter and less complicsbed test.

It is simply this:  Hes not the continuing suppression only served to

foment wild speculation, ugly rumor, suspicion &nd distrust of ths

Govesrnmnent?
S2. 'The answsr is obvicus. Oue need cite only & single in-

stence! the werbid ruwor thet Presidsnt Ksnnsay is still elive, as a

vegetbable, in Parklsnd or Bethcsde Lospitels,

Al

3. Tne question before ths Courv is wasther the Goveramsnt

end its sgencies ere Po be cllowed to suppress inforuation sbout the

Q

essassination of President Kennsdy. Hssoentially, tas Jourt must decide

whether it is going to allow free reign uvc every buresucratic subter-
fuge in order that & lie may be protecicd.
Sl The qusstion is one of gresuv lmportence, for ths nation

is in desp trouble., At issue is whether or not it can be clocensed by

<t

eption.

fe
[¢]

lies, have its problems sclvad tnrough

[/}

55. The fact is that the officiel resoré set forth sbovo ie
exzctly what Public Lew 89-L8T; 5 U.3.C, 552 wes conceived, designed
and prowmulgeted to prevent, suppression Gisguised wivh pretiily phrased

but felse and deceptive language. (
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1. Plaintiff brings this action under Public Law 89-L37;

5 U.S.C, 552.

2. Plaintiff is & professional writer, living and working
in Prederick County, nser the clty of Frederick, in th; Statz of
Maryland. Plaintiff has published a number of books decling with
political assassinations and curnently'is devoting his full time end
efforts to reéearching and writing additional books on this sams
sub jeet, | -

3. The Defendants ére the Gensrel Services Administration
of the United Statss Government and its subsidiary, the National
Archives and Records Service.

. The Defendant Netional Archives is the repository for
thz official evidence rslating to the assassination of Presidsnt
Kenn:zdy. In bthis capacity, the Nationél Archives 1is charged with ths
duty of making ssid evidence aveilabls, without Ffavoritism or pre ju-
dice, but in accordance with the applicable laus, regulebions and
pP”Cthvu. |

5 Mr. Burka Merashall, emocuhor of the estate of Presidont

John ¥. Henncdy, entrugtad somz of thls evidenco to tha care of tho







