Quotes

The genuineness and seriousness of defendants' instant motions, the

- proving. the validity of plainfiff's motion for a summary judgement.

_One_of these is through examination of what defendants' instant motion and its

_addenda as they present what are rcpresented as dlrect quotatlons from correspondence,

_law, regulation and contracts and thc fldellty w1th Wthh these allcgealy direct

_quotations have their real meanlng 1mputed in the sald defendants' motion and addenda.’

 Under what is 1abelled "SmATV} N OF MATURIAL FACTS AS TO WHICH mHLRE IS NO

GENUINE ISSUE", defendants zXme select excerpts from one of plalntlff s many letters

(1ncorrectly ‘identified and inmorrectly dated by defendants)— S
and one of defendants fewer responses. In defendants.’ Memorandum.on 901nts and

Authorities", the is scanty and distorted quotg¥98ntg%%r§ﬁﬂ%e&e%395’1@%%%% k&correcfly -
“identified as ome - ’ S

iixxﬁkXﬁkao"plalntlff wrote the Dlrector of Informatlon, GSA" on June 6 1970

e {yhich-8—the -misidentified l§ﬁ§e¥%
dlrcct quotatlon from Plaintiff's June 20, 1970 letter, %om defendantst’ September 17,

U S — TR =

assure thlS courtifhau he has located and itemized all of it. However"he hasisolated -

T Plaintiff's lettersto the government on this subject total -16,-replies, where made,

The gxtent of plalntlff's correspondence ‘with the government in an effort to

-@incerity and-henesty of what was presented to the court, can be addressed in seweral

- waysy-all consistent with plaintiff's need to bering this cause at action and all

: whereas plaintiff did not wrlte the Elrector of Informatlon, GSA on that date,vm““mm'“m“”m"

1970 reply. i S - W A R ..._..,__.__..__. SNSRI, s
obtain public information improperly withheld from him is so great plaintiff cammot——

and copied a total 29 letters between him and Hhe govern memt of this subject-alone,
" not counting correspondence with the representative of the executors-of-the-estate-of -
" ihe late Presidentretf¥eRdtiers from whom wt attached to the complaint-as-Exhibit Co .
“total nine, OF these, defeddants wrote only four-priorto-the filing of the complainte.

“Thé single lotter-of defendants!-quoted was-written after filing of the couplaint

On the face it it, Wt would hardly-seem that there is or-is intended to be fair =

—quotation from but two of a-total of morc than 25 letters, and these two the last one

“written by plaintiff-prior to-filing the-complaint and the other defendants' reply . .

~revresentation of —either-plaintiff's requests or defendants' responses in the partial
% 5 Te} b in vne partial 000

} 9E




- gnd honestly and fairly quotes that which plaintiff alleges defendants do not, _plaintiff |

e OF the Durector of Eubllc Afflars of GSA
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of three months later, afizr dated 21 days after filing of the complaint.

'"PiéiﬁtiffmsuggéStéthéf"suéhfiﬁérdihaté”aeléy”iﬁ"ﬁékiﬁg“réspaﬁse“iﬁi“itself”“”"'“'”‘
SO i the z%%m ang N B
violates 5 U,S.C. 552 and clearly frustrates S the purpose of the” Coﬁgress and - the
—1aw ((a)(3) stipulates promproess). In any event, it would hardly seem possible that

”“s‘ietter”written“SC“long'aftef““filing of"the”compiaint"“disposed“»of—itymasmclaimed

Coon page ~6-of ~the Hemo defendants!® "Memorandum -on Paints—and- “Authorities'y-especially -~

w~where~*defeﬂ&ants~“ge~to'suehlengthwt-o-—misinferm~the“eeurt~atwth&tmpﬁiﬂt-;~ﬁsisrepresent--ing

»~mmfthis}ietter~asuhaving»been-writtenmbefore-filinguofuthewﬁomP195nt in-this fashion: -

.anHNgtwithStandingutheuresponserof.the_Archives to_plaintiff's requests, he alleges in .

_mthe«bomplaintﬂY.”“

To thls, w1th tne questlons belnw thosc of fldellty to ﬁact falrness and

honestj of quotatlon, should be added the fact that the letter thus m1srepresented

was not "the response of the Archives to plalntlff’s requests" at all, but was that

‘with thls background thx court can better appraise bhe faithfulness of what is

quoted and presented by defendanus to the court as a fqlr representatlon of plalntlfi'
requests dnd derendants reoponses,mm - -

BSESESESETTSBESEESES8SEE85§SaS888a35bEBdsA5E0SpEataEREESSHEBSESSEEBESHT- -
l;

" .,..__.X‘m.___,.-w.,_ R W - T B SRR - I —

e et —thecourt - can -determine-for itself whether or-not plaintiff correctly

—gttaches hereto-full copies of every letter or page quoted, Because defendants already

-~ —have-copies of each.of these things and because, being without regular income, even

m~«suehwslightmeostsware.burdenseme”thplainﬁiffx,h@.??tach§§ these to the original Q?%X{WH -

. Here what is relevant and was withheld from the court, with ... being substluuted

-~ will be. added by plaintiff and marked by unaerllnlng.

SRR U (S

. P
_The first quotation is fromP%%E feuier mxxxﬁxmtxﬁxxd mlsggte 3%ne 6, 1970,‘.merq

_whereas it was actually dated June 20 1970 appears on page 1 of the "Statement of

_Material Facts" as follows:

"Over the months, I have made requests for documents in the Natlonal Archlves
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files relating to the assassination of President John Kennedy. . o o "

e ‘Ather this there is a line of asterisks, as there should be, for aside from

omltted three—quartersofrthe flrst paragrabh the entire second paragraph is omitted.

Plalntlff belweves the court can better understand why those thlngs that are here

omltted from plalntlff's requlred apueal are omitted by dufendants 1f the court con51der

P I

them in the context of defendants "A "III Srgument" Subsectlon A, (pp. 4—6) s

whlch makes the clalm that "Plalntlff Has Falled to Exhaust the Avallable

. _l..., BT = e

Admlnlstratlve Remedles."

What fOllOWS in plalntlff's letter of apaeal and is carefully omitted in

defendants' selective quotatlon ‘therefore dlrectly relates to plalntlffls endlessv'hd'

- efforts to exhaust his administrative remedies even prior to Writing the letter of appeal, |

" The ‘omitted part of plaintiff's opening paragraph is here quoted in Puils

G 1
~ anticipdting these requests would be rejected. I asked that if rejected, to save time,
which your agency wastes for me as a routibe matter, the request be forwarded to you as
" my appeal under your regulations, as a necessary prerequisite to invocation of 5 U.S.C.552.
— in Addition, I addressed a letter drawing together some of these requests, with the
F understandélng) that if the decision was not changed following review, it would be -
forwarded to you as my appeal o

P e S et ) l,_.-.» e i e e o s = e

Because months—long delays were the rule rather than the exceptlon in plalntlff'

Gt b - — = S

rqquests for publlc informgtion at the of the Hational Archlves, sxxxmnnthxx&ﬁiax

znzxzxpaﬂdxngzx and because soume were never answered bybtthe Archives and other federal

agen01es w1th publlc 1niormatlon relatlnb to the assas51nat10n of the Pres1dent Plalntlff

indmuded the par,grapﬁeomitted by defendants again bearlng on Whether or not plalntlff

had cons01sntlouslv trled to exhaust hlS adm_nlstratlve rcmedles prlor to flllng sult, .

The record shows that plalntlff walced more than “two months after flllng thls”appeal before

P W SO

he d_j_d flle hlS complalnt 1n th@ lIlS'taIlt actlon‘ - o
. "I shall interpret failure to respond as waiver of the requirement, unless there
is 1mmed1ate response, now that there is no doubt you have been 1nformedo I believe the

long delays are in themselves waiver of the requirement, when considered with the language
i of the law, 1ts leglslatlve hlstory, and xhxx clear Congresslonal 1ntent "

KbkkﬁﬁXyKﬁAdAkKlﬁ
- [Inan effort to make it appear like what is other than the truth, @ point — -

’_aetﬁéllywargued’ih”thismiﬁstant‘motioﬁ"hy“deféﬁdahts;”thatmdé?éﬁdaﬁtsmhad;"iﬂWfaet;"'"”“'"W”

complied with the law and provided the requested photographs to plaintiff, the thivd
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paragroah of plaintiff's Imkimx appeal was similarly edited to omit what disproves

the false claim of defendants:

S O U S S

”Herew1th I apneal a subsequent de01s1on,to refuse me photographic copies of
vmmmw_-phetographs in. these files. I have been provided . . . copies_of some of the photographs
of the President's garments . . . the magnification of which . . . is automatically
——prevented by.their having been made from photoengraved copies, the screen of which appears |

as dots upon magnification.”
{ o éﬁé two.deletlons in thls select1V€ quotatlon from plalntlff's kéxrx-auoeal -

are. pretty clearlj de 1gned %o"iai“a haSis fbr’déféﬁdaﬁ£sY’ih%éii&”é%gﬁﬁéﬁ%;‘%h&%’"m” o

def endanths‘_hax'/‘eme'e}hﬁlii-ed with the law and regulations, have given the plaintiff “the pictures
~ to which he is entitled under the law, and that "fhere are nl~ genuine issues"™, wherefore
- defendants Ware entitled to have this action dismissed or, inthe laternative, to have

"'"“‘“’"""""’“jﬁd‘geﬁé‘ﬁ‘t‘"e‘ﬁ‘fe‘réa'" in their favor". What is here edited out by defendants also refutes—

“““““““”tﬁe*6nIy"basis“upun which defendants can, under the GSA-family contract; fefuse to— -

o provide plaintiff with copies or-pictures ofnthe-clothing-or-to make-pietures-therefor—— -
“'“"““""for%f%afnffffijfany-other~use~whieh;wou1d»tenduxﬁ-in~any~way--te~dishenor~the~memery—ef~~~»»

—{ »Zéthewiate~President~oreeouse-unneeessary»grief-or»wsuﬁferingwtowthewmembers.of,his_‘mm.mn“-u

"amd 1! L S

M"The family. desires. to.prevent the undignified or sensational use of these mater ials

,_Lsuehmaswpublic”display)“or R o . S

The words deleted in the first instance are "with utterly meaningless", in the

__seconf instance, ",those showing no detail, nothing bui Bore or those". o
_In combination, these deletions both change the sense of what plaintiff wrote

__and corrupt it to make it seem to say bh?b the requlrcm nts of the law were met by

defendants, argued further, from this false basis, under "Argument" on page 5.

{ What plaintiff actually said is that the )1cture w1th whlch he was prov1ded are oan
}’la}"“ AT P whli'e Tnpn m,/ﬁm V24 - T o

those publlshed not those4u1thheld that thay had no more ev1dent1ary or research

“use or value than a plaln plece of paper 4 that they were not, in fact, genulne photo—

mraphlc photographs but were offset plctures that 1nev1tably are thereby made unclear,

‘ and above all, that tey were exactly what he, in common w1th the famlly, dldnbt want

plctures thakxes anﬁdXﬂEigxﬁmx hrtable nly for "sensatlonal or undlgnlfled use”.




=

'“““theﬁfive-additionswofwemphasis.not”diSClQﬁeﬁrEQRﬁQ9_999€Er£Bﬁ72:vwithout this deletion,

-——useg-intended was. "undignified and sensational" and urolated the contract. Plalntlff will
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Making this omission even more pertinent is the false and deceptive emphasus

“—added—to precisely-this- point in the GSA-family contract, which also happenes to be one of

—defendants could-hardly argue that plaintiff's proper requests were denled beeause the

_dwell on this at greater length in responding th that part of defendants' "Argumenu AN,

.“w.ihe next paragrpah is edited to hide v1olatlon of regulatlons and to make it

appéar %Ea%'rcgulatlons and the contract were comprled w1th. As defendants represented

it to this court, what plaintiff wrote is:

. "The Hatlonal Archlves has mde 1ts own photographs of these garments for the alleged

purpose of maklng them avallable for study rather than oermlttlng studv of the garmentsg..'

that only after gour years of plalntlff‘s requests was the ex1stence of these denied

photographs dlsclosed to plalntlff. What is deleted reasds:

"fhen I sought permission to examine thn arments, under a precedent ‘whereby it

- —————ygs petmitted to examine Lee Harvey Oswald's shirt, I was refused. I was shown photographs

(

_has him in the position of telling a lie. It reads:

of_whichAI was denied copies."” (Emphasis added. ) There is further paint in this deletion -

in that it is required that photographs be provided where the conditions were met, as— —
~——plaintiff did mect them. ..

_The last quotation from plaintiff's letter is so deceltfully exc1sed that it

S "Ope of these was the front of the President's shirt. *t is the only such
photograph in the Archives of which I have knowledge -~ v % -F-aske-for-it or-an-enlarge=_
_ment of the area showing the damage to the shirt.”

~ This is not the only photograoh in the Archives of Wthh plalntlff had knowledge°

This and whau 1s oon51stent hlth the ulterior purposes of thc earller excisions is

~obvious upon reading what was sliced out of thXXEmeikswhat was presented to this

court- e S

.--that can serve research purposes and can be~ used for other than wndignified —
or_sensational purposes.’

_So that the court can.better unuerstand the non-accidental character of th1° edltlng |

that in plalntlff's belief is d651gned to mlnlnform and ‘mislead this court and to falsely

In cons1der1ng the germaneness of what was deleted thls court mlght ‘also consider |







