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ADDITION TO PLAINTIFF'S OPrOBITION TO DEFBNDANTS' MOTION TO DISMISS} PLAINTIFF'S
RLNEWAL OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY HUDGHEMENT amé—be STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS
AS TQ WHICH THERE IS NO GENUINE ISSUE and MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES ATTACHED
THERETO, : '

kS
fote to Lois— first page numbered 1.)

Plaintiff apologizes to the Court for kxkexmemdxis his inability to incorporate
this at the appropriate places, but that was made impossible By counsel for defendants.
Despite the contrary certification to this Court that the exhibits had been served upon
plaintiff on January 13, there were not. lMoreover, they were not supplied in responsé
to plaintiff's first request for them. ¥m They had not even been copied for plaintiff
by the time of the second request. Plaintiff fir st sgw them at 11:23 a.m, February 8,

équjﬂrvmj
1971, at a time when the relevantporiions had already been typed. Plaintiff's resources
and facilities are severely limited, Because he cannot anticipate being able to complete
the responses he deems necessary within the time allowed, he has no alternative to

the form he here uses, Unfortnuately, this also imposes a burden upon the Gourt in

that it makes necessary a certain amount of repetition and redundancy. Plaintiff hopes_

the Court will understand that this is neither plaintiff's desire nor of p}&én%iffls—ééizg.

v
The facts as to the non-serice and non-receipt of the attachments and to the time of

their receipt are contained in the attached affidavit aggjﬁgtter to the Assistant United
States Attorney)both dated Februvary 8, 1971.

BEven at this late date, a remarkably late date for an affidavit executed more than
four months egrlier, two of the three exéibits were not fully complete in the copies
provided plaintiff and with respect to at least one the annotations thus elimdhated are
germaine,

This late receipt of the attachments, with other of plaintiff's papers not yet
completed, makes impossible the gig;;;‘organization and correlation that would be
preferred by plaintiff for the logical presentation of his case and to economize on space
and the time of the Court,

Plaintiff believéi has alleged, and believes he has proven that there is; in fact,
no genuine issue as to any material fact, Proper understanding of these attchments fortifies

this statement, which may, in part, explain defleddnats' famlure to suppy them as certified

to this Court and in response to plaintiff's request thereafter,

WA



#?laintiff;has‘alleged deliberate obfuscation, misrepresentation, deceptionxand
falsehOod. The attachments establish these charges with’one difference: sometof the |
falsehood is under oath ‘and is, ij/plalntlff‘s opinion, at the very crux of the matters

’ pretended to be im issue by defendants. They . also make unavpldable the bellef that

defendants have know1ngly and. purposefully larded theur varlousfpapers with the 1rrelevant,

to the end that plalntlff's responses thereto would have to be at length thus 1nterfer1ng

- w1th plazntlff‘s‘abrllty to devote ‘his attentlon & clu 'valy to the relevant ‘and requlrlng

v

for hlstory5 and S0 that the Court might evaluate What is and is not relevant.:¢

~'that he address the 1reelvant 80 that a false record ot be establlshed - nowW and

Because'of the serious nature of plalntlff's charges, he commences w1th those

that afflant, the Arch1v1st has to have known were false ‘when he swore to them. These

geleotlons are from the paragraphs number 8 and 9, thxxiaxtxpag&xxf page 5 of Exhlblt it

ML/W;/WﬂfWM( 2

gard to the request of the Plalntlff to be p%%%%gggd t _take his own

- photographs _the elothing bihthepretediresidons make it impossible for the National
& Archlves o' be sure of preventing violation of the terms of the 1etter agreement..." and

"9 Plalnr~ f.has never specifically requested perm1ss1on to examine the above—mentloned
articles of' othlng, nor has he specifically requested permission to esemmms Sl
photograph the above-mentioned articles of clothing. Consequently, the Natlonal Archlves and
Records Sev e has never denied such requestsaﬁ’(all emphasis added).

/The second part of the first quotation is false beoause, as prev1ously set forth
the Na~ﬁonal Archives, meaning the affiant also, d;d permit the Comumbla Broadcastlng
Sy7t‘ -qo o Just that, =mdmwk
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s Bdfor going 1nto the citations of the written record establishing the complete
and know1ng flyﬁehood in these material misrepresentations, plaintiff asks the ﬁourt to
~ note the: complete contradiction in these two paragraphs. The first beglns, "In regard to

the request of plalntlff to be allowed to take his own photpgraphs of thw'clothlng of
the late Pres1dent" and ‘the second q& swearing that "plaTHtlff has never xpxxxfxmxaiygx

spe01flcally requested permission to photograph the above mentioned artlcles of clothlng."

Both are under oath, If one is true, the other is false. Zhere—ds;perhaps, on.

escanpe fram perjury in 2 Sicy
theraaae;géézse‘is still further misrecpresentation to this Courts The "above mentioned

artecles of clothing" are listed in Paragraph 2 (p.l)‘ast"...consisting ooy coat,‘shirt,

necktie, shoes, socks, trousers, belt, handkerchief, hanékenehxef, comb, back brace and

shorts, which are referred to in the complaint filed in theaaQOve—entltled actiong”
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