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after plaintiff indicated knowledge aa before making acknowledgement and then 

refusing this copy to plaintiff. When g defendants' "Answer" was filed in this instant 

case, plaintiff, believing it required him to have knowledge of the exact provisions of 

this "Nemorandum of Transfer", again asked the Secret Service for a co ovy, explaining that 

the copy given him by way of the National Archives nad 7 becn intercepted and not delivered 

by the National Archives. The response of the Secret Service was that the Department of 

Justice would be consulted. following this sonsultation, the Secret Service declined to 
directly 

: . : o : ooo a : a 2 : - (ee sei with a dk&keek copy of this "Memorandum of Transfer", which is also 

Oud uw bat, 
public information, having been used by the Government in. public and é 

  

(American Mail Lines v Gulick is in point.) 

The Department of Justice, as counsel for defendants in this insta ant. action, 

thd tn Ain rf 
alleges gH plaintiff is not entitled to what he seeks, because i¥ precluded by 

law, regulation and this said €Sa-fa amily contract, and that the relief plaintiff secks 

cannot be granted, thus counselling defendants not to provide plaintiff with copies of 

the pictures he secks;€ 

The Department of Justice, as counsel to the Secret Service, counsels the Secret 

Service not to provide plaintiff with that public information it has that is relevant & 

to the photographs plaintiff cn, photo ufl j rd ta ce on rk by « Lert Lomi Hawrmmnr® tool frvrecls Ww feu f- 
Having counselled everyone else ‘to give blaintiff nothing, the same Department of 

a any 

Justice promptly and without, question or cLapite gives plaintiff everything relevant it 
Wiig the Department to 

has for which plaintit? Wag four such photographs, So aIcIOUSN yp provi ds thése Photographs 
f 

to plaintiff that with respel?? 1b? Stree it dees not require either the execution of the 

prescribed forms, 

  

withxvegautotexthexthusexthakobaimhiG? mubgequeniby or even payment of the cost of copying. 

While neither the execution of the forms “of payment by the press for copies of 

photographs 4 is required by law or practise, plaints iff asks this Court to take note that 

in no other case would the Department respond to any of plaintiff's requests without 

: - ae 7 2 ~ — 5 — 
: insisting upon the execution of the forms, accompanied by eresexibed advance payment,



X 
and that in another case before this Court, C.A. 718-70, when the Department 

belatedly complied as an alternative to trial, it would not provide any covies until 

payment was made in advance and even after later issuance of a Summary Judgement never 

did -fully comply. 

To consideration of these unusual events should be added still another. 

  

KALMBEESWUXASXENALX Loxuhichs thisxxxxaxkokionxforxSummaryxx 

The filing of a Motion to Dismiss or, in the Alternative, for Summary Judgement, 

to the best of plaintiff's knowledge, is the closest / thing to a completely automatic 

by the Department of Justice f 
act/iry.cases brought under this law. Yet in this instant case, and especially snowing that 

plaintiff was without professional counsel, the Department, acting as counsel for 

1 “ 
defendants, failed to file such a motion. Instead it filed an Answer, which is 

an invitation for a full hearing. Not until long after plaintiff filed his mkwkkax 

. 7. fe >. . - psy 
Motion £6: Sumiary Judgement did defendants instant motion get filed. That was 

about five months after filing of the complaint. 

Had this case gone to trial — and from the various motions and addenda prepared 
Oo £ 

and filed by the Department of Justice - it would have heen made to appear and is made 

to appear that everyone besides the Department of Justice is suporessing evidence, iw J aes & t 6 

that the DepartmGat Freely made its copie§ available to plaintifé, and that the 
4 

family (which would be widely interpreted as meaning the senior male member surviving) 

and the former chairman of the President's Comission above all were. responsible for 

the suppression of this evidence. 
= + 

If all of this is subject to sinister interpretation and suggests an irreconcilable 

conflict of interest and pasexkkRe possible ulterior purposes, two other factors should 

— eth helbrig by & 
be considered: that most of the supsressten was an “is vat the direct order of the 

agen af s ae ; . a - : 
Deparment of Justice; and that neither the sehior surviving male mamber of the family 

A 

We 
nor the former Chief Justice axe political friendg of Ham either the/Administration 

b a 
oF tee “ttorney General or his Deputy.
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a 
They inckude the s/fferring of the longesuffering innocent and they can influence the 

futures of important personages. 

Above all, they involve the most basic rights of all Americans and the intergity 

of government, the law, and in plaintiff's belicfé, that of society and possibly its 

future.


