UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

HARCLD WEISBERG,

Plaintiff
5 Civil Action

No.. 2563-70

V.

U. S. GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION, et alt,

Defendants.,

N S N o i N N NNl

ANSWER:

First Defense

grahted,

_ Second Defense

The Court lacks juriediction of the subject matter.
Third Defense
Plaintiff has failed to exhaust his administrative remedies.

Fourth Defense

dismissed as fo. it.

Fifth pefense

District of Columbia, state:

The complaint falls to state a claim upon which relief may be

The defendant denominated "U.8. National Archives and Records

Service' is not a proper party defendant and the complaint should be

Lnswering specifically the allegations contained in the complaint

the defendants by their coumsel, the United States 4ttorney for the
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L. The allegations containeéd in paragraph 1 of the comolsint

are jurisdictional and require no resionse.

endants are without ko owiedage or informacion suff icient

to the truth of the aliegations contained in

of the complaint,

raragraph 2

3. The defendants deny "The National Archives and Faecords Fervice"

is 2 wyover SREY defendant, The remaining zllegation: is intraductovy

and Juri;dicLLunﬁl thereby reculring no response,

&, The defendants admit that some materigls relating to tho

agsassinacivn of President Kennedy are now in the Archives, The ra-

waining allegaticns Lontained in varagrach 4 of the complaint are con-

lugory and argumentarive tbereby resulring no resvonse,

3. The dJeferdants admit a letter agreement dated October 29, 1566,

was signed by i, Burké'Mérshall'and the Adwinistrator of General Services
Administiation pursuant to which some waterials rerating Lo the aunausi
tlon of Pracident Hennedy were given to the rFaderil Government. Hurthgf

respording to navagraph 5 of the comnialnt the defendanls de eny the

or "evidence,"

5. The allagations contained in parageash o the vomwlaint ave

imitted encept the dese ription of the material is not conceaed to be

favidence,’?

"
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greement filed as ,xhibic 4 to the conslaint ig

Admitted and ‘the document is rhe best evidernco of the msterial contained

therein.

tion sufficient to form a belief as ko the truth of fhe remaining aliega-

complaint,

L

10 and 11, ¥he aliegations contained in parasgranhs 10 and 11 o the

e




"1, The allegations contained in raragraph 1 of the comclaint

A

1 and recuire no response.

v

are jurisdiction:

?. The defendants are without knowledge or information zufficient
to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in

varagcash 2 of the complaint,

3. The defendants deny “The National Archives and Records Cervice'
is a proper vartv defendant, The remaining aliegation is introductory

and jurisdictional thereby recuiring no response.

4. The defendants admit that some materials relating to the
assassination of President Kennedy are now in the Archives. The re-
maining allegations contained in paragraph 4 of the complaint ave con-

clucory and argumentative thereby requiring no response.

5. The defendants admit a letter agreement dated Uctober 29, 1966,
was signéd by Hr, Burke Marshall and the Administrator of General Services
Administration pursu&nt to which some. materials relating to the aséasaina-
tion of President Kennedy were glven to the Feder2l Government. rurther
responding to pavagraph 5 of thé complaint the defendants deny the

material was “entrusted" or "evidence."

§. The allegations contained in ravagvaph 6 o the comwlaint are
admitted except the description of the material is not conceded to be

"evidence,”’

7. ‘the letter agreement filed as ixhibit A to the comnlaint is
admitted and the document is rhe best eviience of the material contained

therein.

8 and 9. It is admitted that plaintiff has requested in writing
access to the clothing; the.defendants are without knowledge or informa=
tion sufiicient to form a belief as to the truth cf the remaining zllega~
tions in paragraphs 8 and 9 of the complaint,-

10 and 11. The aliegations contained in parégraphs 16 and 11 of the
complaint are denied, »
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12 angd 13. The aliegations contained in paragraphs 12 and
13 of the complaint are conclusory and argumentative thereby
requiring no response; however, shéuld response be required the
ailepations are denied. urther answering the allegations in
paragraph 13 of the complaint, permlission granted plaintiff to
examine the clothing of Lee Harvey Cewald is irrelevant and

immaterial to these nroceecdings.

cxvn4“~b 14. The allegation inAparégraph 14 of the complaint is
M admitted. '

15 and i6. 7The allegations contained in paragrapus 15 and 16
of the complaint are conclusory and argunentative reguiring no
response and strict proof is demanded of all factual allegations

contained therein,

17. The defend;nts adwit the letter agreeuent which is the
beat evidence of its contents., Further answering paragraph 17,
narticvlarly the second sentencé, tﬁe déécriations regarding
ralevancy snd absence of FBI Exhibit No. 60 are iegal srguments,

require no respons.
18. ‘There is no paragraph denominated 18 in the cemplaint.

19, The defendants adinit the administrator has authority to
deny plaintifi access to the materials he seceks but are without
knowledge or'information to fﬁrm a1 belief as to the truth of the
allegations relating to the correspondence alluded to in paragraph

i3 of the couplaint.

20. ‘The allegations of pavagraph 20 of the complaint are legal
4 ' argunient and require no response.

o
>

i 21 through Z4, The allegations centained in paragraphs 21
through 24 of the complaint are conelusory and argumentative requiring
no response; however, should response be required, each allegation is

denied and strict proof demanded of 411 factual allegations contahed

therein.
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25 .and 26.. The alegations conteined in varagrarh 75 and 74 are

srayers for welief and conciusions of law which recuire nc regoonse,

/s/
THOMAE A, FLANNERY
United States Attorney

| /s/
] JOSEPE M, HANNOH
i Assistant United States Attorsney
| .
| .
|
|

/s/
ROBLET A, VERDIG, J
Assistant United £t

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

i I HEREBY CYRTIFY that service of the foregoing Ancwer has been
i made upon vlaintiff by mailing a copy thereni to Harold Weisberg, Pra
a - Pradart ole 3 s N7 4 £ r TAwT

se, Route §, Frederick, Maryland, on this _Q7#day of October, i377.

/sf e
ROBERT M. WERDIG, JR,
Assistant Unired SQtates Attorney




