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; ADDITION 10 PLAINTIFF'S OPPORITION TO DEFENDANTS! MOTION TO DISMISS; PLAINTIFF'S 
RENEWAL OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY HUDGEMENT amé—te STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS 
AS TQ WHICH THERE IS NO GENUINE ISSUE and MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES ATTACHED 
THERETO, 

h 

Kote to Lois- first page numbered 1.) 

Plaintiff apologizes to the Court for thexmezixtm 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. Moreover, they were not supplied in response 

to plaintiff's first request for them. ka They had not even been copied for plaintiff 

by the time of the second request, Plaintiff fir st saw them at 11:23 a.m. February 8, 
freqerng / 

1971, at a time when the relevant—poftions 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 Aetatietiniaae. 

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 ane otter to the Assistant United 

States Attorney both dated February 8, 1971. 

Even at this late date, a remarkably late date for an affidavit executed more than 

four months eqrlier, two of the three exhibits were not fully complete in the copies 

provided plaintiff and with respect to at least one the annotations thus elimdhnated are 

germaine, 

this late receipt of the attachments, with other of plaintiff's papers not yet 

completed, makes impossible the proper organization and correlation that would be 

preferred by plaintiff for the lofical presentation of his case and to economize on space 

and the time of the Court, 

Plaintiff believa, has alleged, and believes he has proven that there ia, in fact, 

no genuine issue as to any material fact, Proper understanding of these attchments fortifies 

this statement, which may, in part, explain deffedidnats' fahlure to suppy them as certified 

to this Court and in response to plaintiff's request thereafter. 
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pPlaintife fas alleged deliberate obfuscation, misrepresentation, Peoples ae 

falsehood. The astachments establish these charges with one difference: cule the 

falsehood is under” ‘oath ‘and is, af oncetny opinion, at the very crux of the’ ‘hatters 

pretiended to be is issue by defendants, They also mace unawgidable ‘the pelief tna 

defendants ‘hays isiowinely ee parposetully Jarasa ee vartousppapens with the irrelevant) 

to the end that plaintift's responses thereto would have to be at length, thus interfering 

with plaintittts ability to devote as attention exclu svelte +0 the relevant, and vequining 

     that he address: the save Gas So that a false recor ¢ jnaot be established, now an 

fort history, and So. p phat the Court might evaluate. maa and is” not relevant, 

  

~ Because of the, serious nature of ee ere he commences with those 

that afta, the Co has to have known were false ‘when he swore nw ESS These 

‘Selections! are from the @ ipchisns number, 8 and 7? Seescextcamcrat page 5, Of Exhibit Oe 

    

  bibs E = make it sates tom ae ee 
Archives a oe: sure: Sof i. Seren of the terms or the letter oe ‘and 

  

"9.Plaint a has never specifically requested permission tea examine the above-mentioned 
articles of clothing, nor has he specifically requested permission to ‘Cie ‘anes 
photograph. the above-mentioned articles of clothing, Consequently, the National Archives and 
Records: Service has never denied such requests. (all emphasis added), 

e
e
 

ce
 

  

  

lhe: Seonus ae of the first quotation is false because, as previously set forthe 
the Na: ronal Archives, meaning the affiant also, did permit the eae Broadcasting 
syste Yo LO aur that, eT 

LN TSS 3 . F 
or going | ato the citations of the writtan econ establishing ‘the complete 

Seer aeane flafehood in these material misrepresentations, plaintiff asks the Gourt to 
note the complete: contradiction in these two paragrapgs. The first Beane a "In regard to 

the request e plaintift to be allowed to take his own aoe anhe of. the clothing of. 

the late President” and the second ‘Zs swearing that "olaintitt has never speci fininiygs, 

specifically roques ted permission to Eo ee raph the above mentioned articles of clothing," 

Both are under oath, If one is true, the other is false, Dhere+s;—perkaps,;—n- 

escane From periury in 

a ee is still further misreprésentation to this Courts The "above mentioned NP 

  

articles of clothing" are listed in Paragraph 2 (p.1) as "s..consisting of a coat, shirt, 

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

shorts, which are referred to in the complaint. filed im. ope) a above-entitled action," We) 
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» as CEs 393, 594, 395, and plaintiff has never expresgé 

beyond any question, these are not what pkaxmki££ plaintiff sought or seeks, Plaintiff's 

requests are nfid have been limited to those items in evegence before the eae Commission 

     

  

Anterest of any. kind in any. 

of the oS other than che shirt, tie ana, ocho shhaedsse euegests aut nig 

; deception spon the court is not accidental but is deliberately designed: to anelude all 

haut vow a 

Onn fon sere purposes." 

e plaintift | feels impelled to protest cAS7a5 ee ‘and 80 toe and ‘shtasea, 

  

   

: ‘rejected appeal. ‘Affiant peep this conrespondence. 

on things, notably the und rgarment and ee brace. (now 23 they, happen oi forget that | 

  

fe ' : 
hee bandage in this contriven 62), to ce a appear falsely o this. (Sours. Picts plaintiff's 

interests are other than scholarly, the Tae ous suggestions fastens le and oy, 

oe Ber ticularly this language:",..for the purpose of satisfying personal curiosity hae 

  

_Tnftre context of the lengthy correspondence whieh could not be more explicit, 

tion 

    

     

  

a fhe use of the word "specifically" is an unbecoming weaselling, Bithor netstat Gia 

S a 

fot make such redeesis. While there is no genuine issue, defendants pretend eneee 

personal _ y * Z 
s a 

PLS ay eee did make such requests and to ates iaopiraesy diye 
A 

eS eauetes of course, cannot be cited from files. ‘But? a 4 reflection oF. them. 

  

can bey and where this is done, the Court is asked Aes nate hee they are phat only ‘undeniied 

aE are confirmed i in the e corpesporldencd Cian ineSeporated I by reference in plaintiff's 

See 

: iy 

‘Blaintatt is aware OE one burden gf lenghity papers pee upon the bles and the 

Jeopardy to plaintiff involved therein, He fe. asks ae Cane té undertsnfd that . 

the following quotations are not Hiteseuibod: Ces but. are _selected ae on the basis 

eh er. ‘thexé relevance t0 ‘thie false representation of them aioe athe ‘Gu emphasis added) 

Plaintiff's Desénber iv 1969 letter to aftient:      

  

Te cas now ‘pes some time since I asked he, Jo’ 
Kennedy's shirt and tie, When he said he presumed it not be seen T asked about 
having pictures taken for bee There has been no. woud since," : 

Mr. Johnson is Medd Goats the ivohagee caus in immediate anitee of tnx 
the Warren Commission archive, : 

Plaintitt described with care several og the pictures he desires: 

",.-closeup picture of the button—hole area of the coltar., to clearly ghow the slits. 
»-ecloseup picture of the knot area of the tie, from +nengrBh WI OG oa x   


