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Yet all this deception is not enough for defendants. They also misrepresent 

“the law. The law imposés the burden of proof upon defendants ;-not-plaintiffs—It--——---- ~— 

— Te totyumaer “Gey1aw;tnoumbent-upon plaintiff "to aero the~has- od dal wat: available - 

pawsy 
administrative remedies," -I+t is incumbent upon defendants poe ~they- pint Al edt “ese 

  

  

    

  

  

  

  

    
  

  

a ~—~and they do not;~because it is not so. 
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representation here madeg 

5 Ate 
plaintiff's requests for copies of the existing pictures. that Weme~denied. 

  

end 98 aml eieim, ee aetendant is not t qualifies for : access or that he will make 
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"B" is titled, "Defendants! Fefusal to Permit Examination afid *hotognmphing < of 

Begin..ing with this misrepresentation, almost all is irrelevant and contrived to appear 

“legit timate. AlL the citations ‘of what superficially seems 5 relevant and euthorljavve 

is not. The title is the misrepresentation that ae teres to mislead the Court. 
The misuse of "Examination" has already been exposed. Plaintiff neither asked nor 

“the ‘lax@licles : is a 8 Disoretionangiet Created by Status and Agreement With the Donors." 

~want?to toy with such grim evidence. "Phogographing" here is misused as/earlier, 

whefire it was more explicitly bu} not less false and repeatedly alleged that plaintiff 7 : 

Hants ‘to do the photographing, The facts are clear and sét forth above. Plaintit? has 7 

~here; for no more than the taking of  photogrpfths to suit his needs. This, despite all the’ 

~—pseudo=scholariy- citations;-is specified by both regulation-and~the “Contract, 

“in-the sense here used- by defendants not asked what they Say. He Bas asked; as misued, 

~~ -Furthef pearing--on-defendants' intent--to mislead- the @ourt is eee oe 

Valid citations of plaintiff! S_requests and of regulations,ceantract,- ete, they-are. 

_.ireelevant because def endants have already established practise contrary tothe... A 

)-that—plaintiff really-asked, not-what-is-here mi srepresented-as- his requests;-was----—-----~ 

done. for another, the. Columbia Booadcasting System, so-—that.even-if.-these were Seager --- ~~ 

Moreover, this cannot address and doss not mention the question Of chetemibamix 
£ 

  

Here again there is ‘the Sugg gestion that the family is the cause of the _Suppression 

eater anting a ie aan jae deception, Knowing that the euien of © Proof gs EOE then 

cal led mat denial and this section is heavy on that. but ‘the reality ty is that the oe 

fanily itself siimaka s shirpiia stipulated “access" to those descitibed in na manner so closely 

fitting pletatire "s qualification that the pe= ca is siumned by, def eNOSHGS « The 9 only . 

‘exeipiien ate is “to prevent undignified or se Sane eid onsil eee "As has been 7 defendants 

‘raise heither this p posmt nor that of " plaintitt"s. us nesting the definition. 4 aoe ies
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undignified use of the evidence he seeks, there is a fee of #enuinedssa is 

selective quotation eee aupants. to nisrepresentation ; of the ener The 

“inference of ‘intending prejudicial misuse does not appear to be without 

  

"warrant. © Haat Such - reference to the alleged provisions of the contract bby 

"| those who would not accept plaintiff! S reiterated chalenges to sao eithes that 

plaintiff would use these pictures j in such : a fashion or even that — he asia were 

Capable of such misuse should eléminate any doubt ‘on this score,” 

"And entirely opposite the description of “proscriptions" of the contract (p71), 
_ aside from the "access" stipulated in I (1)(b), section Vi specifies that one of 3 
~-#HE ‘purposes “is to™provide" for "use" oF the described material, official evidence, 
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If consistenty is a virtue, defendants can lay claim to being virtuous. In the 

/__tast section they persist in Jelectave misquotation, albeit not too. imaginatively, 

_“The Kennedy Clothing is not a ‘record! within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. 552", they | 
entitle this part. They begin with an even more bobtailed version of 44 U.S.S. 35301, 

ERE sata it” mechepeaa caches thus: 

"...specifically indicates "Library and museum material . . ° eerie red aus preserved ~solely for reference + “are not included' inthe definition of "records! 

_fhotographs are not of this character. Nor, for that matter, are the objects of. 
Pe ° ° * * _ Ce mee 

re __ official evidence of which plaintiff seeks yumepemeske, photographs. However, defendants. 

  

     
_are determined to foist off such an interpretation. W3 

“fae citation of a few of the cangfully-dcloted proviatons@iRI lim this design. 
However, in even the fuxy cireuasised version, the language of the sgatute 

.pre¢ludes honest use of such incompatible words ad "specificially indicates? | Defed ants | oe Sree ee a on Wa akertel _ 
version ques ar Stsgpl lacability that this ovadenee (which is not what ace 

seelis, s, photogesfhs being that) must have Beet “acquired and » Bseerved ¢ solely for a ae - ae 

© " W he ° ; ° 

2 ence", which the contract negates, Tt eiughy 26 isn't true. ee tL atitiad 

The tinge Listing of what is Snoompaeet b "records" doesn't uglicate b but a 

"photographs". This is FeMowed: by Vv Ings: that encompasses the originals of the 

evidence," veperdied. of whysical orn or characteristics." 
esedhi eens eg eae am 

What 1 was - eliminated aft ter "reference igs even more > categorically ened. ae ‘he, 

céntract, and since only two. words ; are > involwed, the déminating consideration v was ‘not 

‘likely space. ‘those two words are Mop exhibition", “quite cle arly, the garments were 

“not | "receivedY by ¢ an agency of the United ‘States Yovernmentt . -» Solely for refer: rence or 

- exhibition purposes, both being specifically banned in the” contract. None of the rest 

of-tha sf section, already cited, is congenial to defendants" dis tortions and misrepresenta— 
certé-n ~~tions, While plaintiff does not sé ek the clothing, wanting only pictures” O: 

4 

  

~~ the Tanguage- of “this "staiute foes not in any sense define “the clothing itself as not ~~~ 

  

- eccortel Pectiouterip- at itis official evidence "made-or-- 

Feeeived—by—an-agency-of—the-United- States vovernmentin- connection with “the transaction ~~~ 
of public. business aud_preserved..or-appropriate- for-preservation--by that agency or-its-- 

  

Llesitimate successor es evitence OL Wie Urgabirations; functions tea Bnd ot ane



  

TII~21 

fo legitimate successor as evidence of tnforsanization functions, policies, procedures 
sceagt cietieceeas 

operations, ¢ or ‘other activities of “the ‘Government or because of the informational 

“value of data in them." 

r All of this preceeds the out-of-context hanguage beginning "library and 1 museum 

\ mE a we twit x by bfuchinks, a 

pee 
This: ‘passage is quoted in the Att tormey General's fieworanduy*s ia 

  

: gan dansacthaveatuenincinicieiicier pees ietGuiant ‘sx tingumenitsxbecansexok 

” ¢hexsaviausxuatuvacolxthexmisraupeesth akimaxokzkhezetatuberys pyewisikan and 7maxbhatvabxs 

- this” pamnkxehrs 2g oP cow ks xaobxbaveckoxde pend capi x Piaim tee kexnmusbauyer a madersiandiag 

og Pr oe Rm se ob Wer xphaiaxengugh7lagtisngxpiaxukere xepeatexthexrauguagEceexbhs : 

Bein = aniun kbar xmuedkakekyxfatiousxthexguakatzonxatckhisxskakuker; ~~ 

poof NES Es-evident fromthe legislative history of —Public—baw-89=487- upon Anersgneryt em 
Semmes that availability shall include the right to a copy, Fhat the term 'records' 

mene —-dn--subseetion--( (e}- dees not-inelude-objects-or-articles—such-as- -struetures, furniture, 
| paintings, sculture, three-dimensional models, vehicles, equipment, mkayxyxxt 

jay ‘ -whatever.their. “historic. value-or-value-as- evidence. —.—.-!! eg ire san 

| Seetously, the ” Photographs are not "objects" within this definition, Nor, ‘Eee that 
   

      

   

_ Now, what this provision can fairly be interpreted as covering is such things as 

the White House, the Iwo Jima statue, Géorge Washington's desk, General Pershine's | 

antpnobiley or the first space capsule. “Nogft ¢ of these does “plaintiff seek, however, 

nn Bie nn Rae eh ce 

-__--_---+_This-appears-te-be.the-basis..for.-the allegation of—lack—of—jurisdiction—in-—the— 

|.______HAnswer",. for defendants here -aggue, for all the world_as_though plaintiff did-ask. 

  

___ for, the White House, or. General Pershing's car, or the &tagxs€xt Iwo Jima _statué,. that. 

seal )_ not _the photographs plaintiff seeks but the clothing is a structure, furniture, painting, _ 
os 

____ Sculpture, three-dimensionsl modefl, vehicles, equipment" and thus it is "obvious" __   

___ the photographs are "not such'records' which this court has jurisdiction to compel the 

defendants to produce or not withhold."



  
- + SBI -exhibit—Bo. C26 —Gamiigie C28, C30, C33~-36" followed bythe description 

—......_ 1f the photographs. of this evidence that plaintiff seeks could ever have been _ 

) 

ahaa dt 
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-Having the word of defendants and their eminent counsel, the Department of Justice, 

that photographs are bulldozers, which is at least as binding legally as that cabbages 

are ° Kings dlaintiff Beppeewtully suggests | this } subkegétion eee more B apely have been 

titled wis datnee ln. Menorial is not a 'record' within ? U.S.C. 552. 

However, it seems nonetheless appropriate to call & the attention of ths eoaek Bb 

| the description of the donation fron the comment, ‘Domain Exhibits J A . and F ‘and now 

defendants' Exhibit 3 as part of De, “Bhoads? affidavit be. 12). “The descriptionn the Court 

will note, is : net ‘of a . jacket, a ‘ahice and a tae but 

"Clothing ‘end ‘personal: ‘effects of ‘the ‘late President identified ‘by ‘the following — 
exhibit numbers relating to the President's Comission on the Assassination of Presi- 

dent Kennedy: 

_ Commission Eyhibits Nos. 393,394. 3050 ee 
FBI Exhibit Nos. C26,C27,C28, C30, C33, C34, C35, C36," a 

This is no more the description of mementos than of bulldozers. 

‘The Department of Justice has anothér way of informing this Court more 

honestly whether “the above-tabulated exhibits qré, Within the meanings of the law; ~~ 
~"records", The Attorney. General. isshi€d Executive Order of October 31, 1966 _ 

(Complaint Exbibit_E). The third paragraph describes what is to become part of | 

the entire body of evidence": 
ae 

"The items acquired hexekufnxe hereunder : are more > particularly denaribed 4 in 
~—the-appendix- annexed to- and made a-part-ot this-notiee."!--—- 

in pends, 
-+--On-page- -43971-of--that—issue of the Beer Federal secloce ee 

“‘clothing-and_personal -effects_of President Kennedy." _ 

— This, as previously. noted, superceded the family contract by twp days. 

  

covered by th descriptions of structures, furniture, vehicles, equipment and the 
_like, as assuredly it never could, the Attorney” General himself took any possibility — 

_away by executive _order on October 51, (1966, On that date the items of the coutract ae ae ty = aa So 
wereypart of the "entire body of evidence", ‘the records of the President's Commissi.on, 

  

Stored at the National Archives, they a are here) meguclued as be : eval lable i WHOSE who 

qualify, hod = ae is ‘ati
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| Department of BRExeSto assure all all AMEXKSans of all their vights, one of the most | 
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—_—_— 

What plaintiff believes the foregoing itemization =x of all of 

defendants citations and comparing then with what they pretend to quote with Fidelity # 

- fis there any other manrier in which citation is permitted to a federal court?#/ and” 

what they allége to interpret faithfully is any other kinu acceptable or proper to a ~~~ 

federal court?) @ with a few additions of what was smoothly omitted from the consideratio 

~of this-Court (and-can-it~be believed that the Department of Justice-does—not-know-the-— 

Taw it adminis: sters?}- “meiek- show- intl news is no- single fair, honest-or-complete— me 

Boor tetion of -eny-single- provision of any law or Pepe ton Giked to--this--court ;—— 

- there is not-a single fair_or_honest interpretation of any ofthe laws_or regulations 
by 

Cited tothis Courts what dipeadente 

_ Phere. was. considerable omission from 

  

i relevant law and regulations. 

_Plaintiff, a writer, not a lawyer, believes that when it is the function af the 

citizens 

basic of which is that to ‘public information, without which the rights” bestowed in the 

First Amendment of severely restricted, such transparent tampering with the Jaw and 

S80, obvious an attempt to nullity it (by a no means an onickmcicsadl case umdeS 2 H.8 C. 552) 

Pepreseite & a conscious effort to | dered and deceive | te t Homans 

aici no single « exception, all defendants' * citations in their unaltered, complete 

fom, « eatablish that, as plaintire alice, 2 there is no genuine question a as to any 

redoriel fact and he is eniiged tO jndsenen’ 2 in : his favor as a miter ‘of Lem 

  

  

 


